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TPP: Reams of Regulations 

The clock is ticking toward a congressional 
vote on the Trans-Pacific Partnership: 
Our sovereignty, independence, economic 
survival, and national security are on the 
firing line. Will America maintain her 
sovereignty or be subsumed into a regional 
trade bloc? (May 9, 2016, 48pp) TNA160509 


Resurrecting Campus Activism of the ’60s 
Institutions of higher learning are fast 
becoming agents of social change. For 
nearly no provocation, college agitators now 
routinely call for resignations, apologies, and 
restrictions. Though abjectly foolish, the rise of 
such campus intolerance was just a matter of 
time. (March 21, 2016, 48pp) TNA160321 
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Common Core: The Rise of Fed Ed 
Common Core represents a substantial 
reduction in school rigor, and it takes 
curriculum decisions from schools and 
parents, yet it may soon become impossible to 
avoid. Even many private schools are adopting 
the curriculum. How can we avoid the takeover 
by Fed Ed? (May 23, 2016, 48pp) TNA160523 
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UN Climate Summit: 

Shackling the Planet to “Save” It 
Governments and dictators from around 
the world have signed on to an agreement 
that purports to not only end climate 
change, but world poverty. In reality, it 
won't better the environment, and it will 


make individuals less free and spread 
poverty. (January 4, 2016, 48pp) TNA160104 


Politicians for the People? 

Trump and Sanders are touting 
anti-establishment themes. Trump says his 
business acumen will create middle-class 
jobs, while Sanders claims he will wield 
government for the good of the little guy. 
But are their claims more than talk? (March 
7, 2016, 48pp) TNA160307 
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The Anti-Federalist Papers 
A look at the clashes and compromises that gave birth to our form 
of government. (2003ed, 406pp, pb, $7.99) BKAFP 


The Federalist Papers 
A brilliant defense of the Constitution of the United States by 
Alexander Hamilton, James Madison, and John Jay. (1999ed, 
606pp, pb, $6.99) BKFP 


Federalist Colonial Origins of the American Constitution 


es “Local government in colonial America was the seedbed of 

; American constitutionalism.’ So begins the introductory essay to 
tutional this landmark collection of 80 documents created by American 
colonists that are the genesis of American fundamental law and 


@ Federalist th) 23K constitutionalism. (1998, 396pp, pb, $14.95) BKCOAC 


Paners Miracle at Philadelphia 


Catherine Drinker Bowen rediscovers the timeless story of the 


Miracle al Constitutional Convention of 1787. (1986ed, 346pp, pb, $16.95) BKMP 


View of the Constitution of the United States 
Published in 1803 by a distinguished patriot and jurist, View of the 
Constitution of the United States represents the earliest extended 
commentary on the U.S. Constitution and Bill of Rights. Written 
from the perspective that the federal government is an agent of 
a sovereign people, St. George Tucker’s work continues to add to 

~ our understanding of the Founding Fathers’ original intentions. 
‘4 tea , (1999ed, 478pp, pb, $14.95) BKVCUS 
Catherine Drinker Bowen 
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How the Compact for America 
Threatens the Constitution — Reprint 


The constitutional convention (con-con) proposed by the 
Compact for America Initiative would pose an unacceptably 
high risk of damage to the Constitution. This reprint provides 
the information needed to defeat this new con-con initiative in 
state legislatures and Congress. (2013, 8 pp., $.02ea) RPCFA 


A More Perfect Union 
This motion picture does an admirable job of dramatizing the 
events of the Constitutional Convention of 1787. (2006, 120min, 
cased DVD, $19.95) DVDAMPU 
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College Socialists 


It’s not what Russian Premier Khrush- 
chev said over 60 years ago that matters 
as much as what might have led him to 
say it. Way back on June 19, 1962, the 
Russian leader stated in part, “The United 
States will eventually fly the Red Flag.... 
The American people will hoist it them- 
selves.” Back in the day, this was viewed 
as humorous. Today, humor has left town! 

Of the Democrat candidates Clinton 
and Sanders, one is openly and defiant- 
ly socialist, while the other attempts to 
mask her socialism. A Bernie Sanders 
strategist, Tad Devine, has been quot- 
ed by the Wall Street Journal as say- 
ing, “We’ve done what we came to do, 
which is establish him as a serious can- 
didate.” Given Sanders’ self-proclaimed 
socialist beliefs, along with his professed 
intentions to demolish capitalism as we 
know it, Devine’s point is too clear: The 
candidacy of Senator Sanders sets a prec- 
edent for establishing and accepting fu- 
ture presidential candidates with similar 
ideological bents. Socialism has arrived 
and attained its final acceptance. 

Thus, our presidential integrity, along 
with our American constitutional Republic, 
has been marginalized. The overall intent is 
an eventual political takeover and, likewise, 
a remake of our constitutional framework. 
The Wall Street Journal piece added, “He 
inspired voters who said they were attracted 
to his ... promise of a “political revolution.” 

Similar to Obama’s support throughout 
the campus circuit, we note revolutionary 
fascinations. The young are, and always 
will be, an impressionable lot. 

Could it be that Khrushchev realized this 
youthful vulnerability 60 years ago and 
the political unrest being institutionalized 
throughout academia? 

Today, college unrest has mushroomed 
into adoring throngs of socialist-minded 
students being attracted to the possibility of 
a “political revolution.” At what point does 
a college education become a liability? This 
self-destructive attitude, which eventually 
will trample free thought, speech, and ex- 
pression, is inherently dangerous and is 
antithetical to our national well-being. Yet, 
this mentality has not only been permitted 
to prosper on campuses, it has been en- 
dorsed throughout the majority of college 
classrooms. Just when is enough, enough? 

Already, presidential standards greatly 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


dipped when Bill Clinton, who dodged our 
nation’s draft during a time of need, was 
elected. Today, his wife, a former senator 
who also possesses a dubious record as 
secretary of state, has the gall to actually 
become a presidential candidate. 

Considering all her unsettled e-mail ques- 
tions, in addition to an ongoing congression- 
al investigation of Benghazi, this Clinton 
candidacy makes a mockery of the entire 
election process from the standpoint of hon- 
esty, integrity, respect, and worthiness. 

In sync with this apathy toward candi- 
date integrity, we are lectured about how 
the need to produce voter identification 
by the electorate would be too harsh a de- 
mand. Is anything still relevant? Have we 
lost all sense of citizenship? 

Sixty years ago, a despised commu- 
nist leader predicted our country’s down- 
fall. Khrushchev was ahead of his time. 

JIM BOWMAN 
Sent via e-mail 


Calling Out Cuba 


Your article on Cuba was excellent (“Cas- 
tros’ Cuba,” April 18 issue). One aspect 
of this situation that is rarely discussed 
is how the Castro regime, attempting to 
make up for shortages in its inferior medi- 
cal system, frequently bled their political 
prisoners before marching them to the 
firing squads. That’s how inhumane the 
Cuban communists are. Unfortunately, the 
torture of the Cuban patriots prior to their 
execution was ignored by the left-wing 
media in the United States. 

Also forgotten was the statement of the 
former head of the Cuban Air Force under 
Castro, Pedro Diaz Lanz, who later remarked 
that had there been a John Birch Society in 
Cuba prior to Castro’s rise to power, the 
country would not have fallen to the com- 
munists. That’s because of the successful 
educational knowledge imparted by Birch 
members to their friends and neighbors. 

We must continue educating the Ameri- 
can people; and we can’t pass the buck! 

DaviD HAMMER 
Bronx, New York 


Send your letters to: THE NEW AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 


“FREE TRADE: 


It's Never Been About Trading 


International Merger, by John Birch Society 
CEO Arthur R. Thompson, explores the true 
agenda behind the free trade agreements, pacts, 
and partnerships being considered by the U.S. 
Congress. You will find this book fascinating, and 
be quoting it often. (2015ed., 260pp, 1/$9.95; 
12-23/$7.50ea; 24-39/$5.50ea; 40+/$4.95ea) 
BKIMFE15 
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ObamaCare Rate Hikes: Bad News for Democrats 


On November 1, annual enrollment in the ObamaCare exchanges 
will open, and it won’t be good news for consumers. Insurers 

are expected to increase their premiums significantly. It 

could also be bad news for Democrats. Voters will 

be going to the polls one week later to elect a 

new president and determine the makeup 

of one-third of the Senate and the entire 

House of Representatives. 

The exchanges and co-ops, 
for a variety of reasons, sim- ; 
ply cannot attract enough —— 
young, healthy people to : 
foot the bill for covering the 
old and the sick. Exchange coverage is 
expensive, in part because of Obam- 
aCare’s many mandates on insurers, 
and the law’s subsidies are insufficient 
to offset these costs. Exchange plans 
are often stingy, with high deductibles 
and narrow provider networks. The 
combination of these two factors makes 
paying the individual-mandate penalty 
often a much better deal than buying in- 
surance. In addition, the law’s mandate 
that insurers cover young-adult children 


on their parents’ employer-sponsored policies has taken millions of 


prospective young customers out of the market. 
Democrats have real concerns about the next several 
months. Given that their party bears sole responsibil- 
ity for ObamaCare, any negative news about the law 
plays directly into Republicans’ hands. Republicans 
have argued for repealing and replacing Obam- 
aCare, though they have often hedged on just 
exactly what their replacement would be, 
perhaps fearing assaults from both the Left 
(that the plan is insufficiently socialistic) 
and the Right (that it remains too much 
so). This gives Democrats an opening 
to fight back. 
And that is a prime reason why the federal 
government should get out of the healthcare 
game altogether: Making Americans’ health 
subject to the winds of politics is a surefire rec- 
ipe for constant instability and conflict. A free 
market in health insurance and care would en- 
able people to obtain care via cooperation rather 
than coercion. What’s more, unlike ObamaCare, 
Medicare, Medicaid, and the rest of the federal 
interventions into healthcare, it would have the 
advantage of being constitutional. 
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Only 37 Percent of High-school Seniors Ready for College 


The latest edition of the National Assessment of Educational 
Progress (NEAP), also known as the “Nation’s Report Card,” 
released on April 27, indicated that only 37 percent of American 
high-school seniors were academically prepared for college-level 
math and reading in 2015. 

The percentage of students performing at or above proficiency 
was 25 percent in math and 37 percent in reading. Conversely, 
the percentage who fell below the basic level of proficiency last 
year was 38 percent in mathematics and 28 percent in reading. 

An April 27 Wall Street Journal article about the findings 


cited Bill Bushaw, the executive director of the National Assess- 
ment Governing Board that oversees the test. Bushaw said that 
although the board was pleased that high-school graduation rates 
were rising, they were disappointed in the lack of progress in 
boosting students’ skills and knowledge. “These numbers aren’t 
going the way we want,” he said. “We just have to redouble our 
efforts to prepare our students to close opportunity gaps.” 

The Journal article noted that at the time of the assessment, 
42 percent of the test-takers said they had been accepted into a 
four-year college, suggesting that colleges are accepting some 
entrants who are not qualified for college-level work. 

The Journal also cited Peggy Carr, who is the acting commis- 
sioner of the National Center for Education Statistics, which con- 
ducts the test. Carr noted a widening disparity between students 
performing at the highest and lowest levels: “The students at the 
top of the distribution are going up and the students at the bottom 
of the distribution are going down. There is a widening of the gap 
between higher and lower-ability students.... In math, the decline 
is real. Students at the lower end are getting worse.” 

The latest results from the “Nation’s Report Card” will un- 
doubtedly produce much hand-wringing and calls to spend more 
money on government education. A better solution, of course, 
would be to get K-12 education out of the hands of the federal 
government and return it to local communities and parents. 
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Will Obama’s Anti-Brexit Remarks in Britain Backfire? 


Did President Obama’s wading into the Brexit (British exit from 
the EU) referendum during his stopover in Britain on April 22 aid 
the pro-EU side, as many commentators claimed, or is it viewed 
by British voters as an improper intrusion into domestic affairs 
and bullying by a foreign leader? A new poll suggests the latter, 
and, ultimately, it may turn out that Obama’s intervention has an- 
gered many Brits, causing more to favor the “leave” camp rather 
than the “remain” side that wants to stay in the European Union. 

The ICM polling firm found that 46 percent of British vot- 
ers surveyed want the U.K. to leave, while 44 percent want to 
stay. “The result suggests that Barack Obama’s call for the UK to 
stay in the EU failed to shift support towards the Remain camp,” 
reported a story for April 28 in the U.K.’s Express. 

“Interviews for the ICM internet tracker poll were carried out 
during the US President’s visit to Britain last week during which 
he claimed Britain would lose global influence by leaving the EU 
and fall to the back of the queue in negotiations for a US trade 
deal,” the Express story noted. 

President Obama’s attack on the Brexit is one of the latest 
scare tactics in a concerted campaign of fear by the globalist 
establishment, which views the June 23 referendum as an im- 
mense threat to their long-planned New World Order. As we have 
reported previously, the advocates of one-world government at 
the IMF, United Nations, G20, Council on Foreign Relations, 
Trilateral Commission, World Economic Forum, central banks, 


and other centers of globalist influence have been issuing frantic 
fulminations claiming all manner of disastrous results for Britain 
should voters opt in favor of exiting the EU. 

However, the ICM poll may indicate that the non-stop anti- 
Brexit fear campaign is failing. The pro-Brexit side appears to be 
easily winning the debate on the very heated issue of refugees/ 
migration, and is also making a strong case on economic matters 
as well, despite the anti-Brexit claims that economic calamity 
would follow a decision to exit the EU. 


House Committee Votes to Require 


the House Armed Services Committee ap- 
proved a bill on April 27 that would require women to register for 
the draft. Amazingly, the bill’s sponsor, Representative Duncan 
Hunter (R-Calif.) voted against the measure, which he introduced 
only to prompt a discussion about the Pentagon’s decision in De- 
cember to eliminate restrictions against women serving in combat 
roles in the military. 

Hunter probably never thought that a majority of members of 
the committee would actually vote to approve the bill, H.R. 4478. 
The California congressman, a former Marine who served three 
combat tours in Iraq and Afghanistan, even gave his bill an omi- 


Women to Register for Draft 


nous name that should have discouraged its passage: the “Draft 
America’s Daughters Act of 2016.” The House Armed Services 
Committee has 36 Republican members and 27 Democrats, so the 
measure passed with Republican support. 

Hunter introduced his legislation on February 3, and it con- 
tained language noting that it would become effective 90 days 
after the bill’s enactment or “the date on which the Secretary of 
Defense certifies to Congress that all Combat Arms Military Oc- 
cupational Specialties are open to qualified female candidates.” 

Since there is no history in our nation of sending women into 
combat, Hunter undoubtedly thought that his bill would do only 
what he intended — prompt discussion — not be approved by a 
committee in which Republicans are in the majority. 

Hunter’s amendment was part of a defense policy bill that au- 
thorizes defense spending for the fiscal year that begins October 
1. The committee passed the spending bill by a 60-2 vote the day 
after approving Hunter’s amendment. 

Representative Hunter was evidently overly optimistic about 
the common sense of most members of the House Armed Servic- 
es Committee when he introduced his amendment to the defense 
spending authorization bill as a way to stimulate discussion about 
the pros and cons of sending women into combat. It can be hoped 
that better sense will prevail when the measure comes up for a 
vote before the entire House. Ml 
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As Russian Submarine Fleet Grows, Cold War Rivalries Also Grow 
“We’re back to the great powers competition.” 

U.S. Chief of Naval Operations Admiral John Richardson openly wor- 
ried about Russias intentions. 


Killer Who Slayed 77 Wants His Human Rights Protected 

“Tt is important that society answers Anders Behring Breivik with the means 
at the disposal of the very democracy he attacked. If there is anything we 
can be sure of now, it is that he will most likely be locked up for life.” 

A Norwegian court ruled that solitary confinement without access to the (CLEA 
Internet violated Breivik’s human rights. He is incarcerated in a three- 
room suite with a treadmill, a refrigerator, a television/DVD player, and a Sony Play Station. Oslo 
journalist Harald Stanghelle defended the kid-glove treatment given the mass murderer. 
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High-tech Tunnel From Mexico to San Diego Discovered 

“(The authorities] keep finding tunnels that keep getting bigger and longer and more sophisticated. It 
just seems like we haven’t reduced the capacity of people to make tunnels. This is a problem we have 
to manage, not a problem we can actually solve.” 

After U.S. authorities discovered a half-mile long tunnel from Mexico to the United States built by drug 
smugglers, University of San Diego political science professor David 
Shirk expected that more would be found. The recently discovered tun- 
nel had rails, lighting, ventilation, and an elevator leading into a house 
in San Diego. 


Senator Scorches UN Leader About Peacekeeper’s Sexual Crimes 
“What is wrong with him? Is he so inept?” 

Aiming his remarks at Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon, Senator Bob 
Corker (R-Tenn.) said that if UN peacekeepers were sent to his home- 
town, he would drop everything and rush home to protect his wife. His 
“s comments followed revelations about blue-helmeted troops running amok 
Bob in the Central African Republic. 
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How to Describe Hillary Clinton 
“The ultimate insider is portraying herself as an outsider because she’s a woman, and the candidate who 
is considered steely is casting herself as cozy because she’s a doting granny.” 
New York Times columnist Maureen Dowd may be a fan of Clinton, but even she sees past the false 
images the Democratic Party s leading candidate delights in parading under. 


A Former Candidate, He Thinks the GOP Campaign Is a Sham 

“Watching Trump wrestle with the GOP quislings is, well, like watching a professional wrestling match 
on TV. You have to wonder whether it should be classified as entertainment, not a competitive sport.” 

Previously offering himself as a candidate for the high office, Alan Keyes believes the contest for 
president in the GOP is a scripted exercise that will never produce the changes needed in America. 


Company Founder Shares the Wealth With Employees 

“T cannot think of Chobani being built without all these people.” 

Turkish immigrant Hamdi Ulukaya gave each of his 200 employees 
shares in the 10-year-old company. His unusual act could make some of 
them millionaires. 


Former Speaker Speaks Out About Cruz 

“THe’s] Lucifer in the flesh. I have never worked with a more miserable 

son of a b***h in my life.” 

Speaking at Stanford University, John Boehner didn t hold back in de- 

scribing fellow Republican Ted Cruz. Cruz hastily responded, “If I have 

said 50 words in my life to John Boehner, I'd be surprised.” @ John 
— COMPILED BY JOHN F.McManus [Gu 
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than Gruber offered up his refreshingly 

honest and shockingly venal explana- 
tion about how the ill-conceived healthcare 
program became law. The MIT economist, 
who previously made news by admitting 
that there are no subsidies in ObamaCare 
for federal insurance exchanges, went on 
to suggest that “the stupidity of the Ameri- 
can voter” necessitated concealing from 
the public the true costs of the program. He 
praised governmental “lack of transpar- 
ency” as “key” to passing the legislation. 
And yet for all its inherent obfuscation and 
deception — who can forget Nancy Pelosi’s 
declaration that the bill had to be passed 
before we could find out what was in it — 
ObamaCare was a model of transparency 
compared to the creation of Common Core. 

Unlike the Affordable Care Act, Com- 
mon Core was never featured on C-SPAN 
or in national media prior to its adoption. 
There were no hearings before Congress, 
no Supreme Court decisions or town hall 
meetings, and definitely no consultations 
with parents and local school boards, the 
primary stakeholders in our increasingly 
ineffective public schools. 

The fact that something as transforma- 
tive as Common Core could be conceived, 
funded, and implemented long before the 
overwhelming majority of politicians, 
educators, academics, and families had 
any idea about its origins, its creators, its 
financing, or even its ambitions (educa- 
tional and otherwise), is sobering indeed. 
And it defies credulity to suggest — as the 
supporters of Common Core do at every 
turn — that the initiative was some mul- 
tifaceted, organic movement driven by 
teachers and constructed by the states. No, 
the federal government is the only entity 
in American life capable of driving edu- 
cational reform at this level, of bringing 
together the necessary financial resources, 
regulatory pressures, coercive policies, 
no-bid contracts, and crony-capitalist co- 
ordination required to wrench control of 
education from the states and centralize it 
in Washington, D.C. 

The fact that a huge majority of states 
adopted Common Core “voluntarily” as a 
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The federal Sovernment is the only entity in American 
life capable of driving educational reform at this level, 
of bringing together the necessary financial resources, 
regulatory pressures, coercive policies, no-bid 
contracts, and crony-capitalist coordination. 


consequence of taking federal Race to the 
Top grant money — much of it doled out 
from “stimulus funds” gathered, we were 
told, to bail out the flagging economy — 
underscores the central role played by 
the feds in the farce that is the standards. 
Because of Race to the Top, many states 
accepted the standards before they were 
even completed, and no participating state 
had the ability to change or edit the stan- 
dards after the fact. And if the standards 
are state and not federal in origin, why 
are states unable to walk away from them 
without facing threats of legal and finan- 
cial penalties from the feds? 

In effect, the states sold control of 
education to the federal government for 
a one-time infusion of taxpayer dollars 
amounting — in most cases — to between 
five and nine percent of the states’ edu- 
cation budgets for one year. If it makes 
you feel any better, America, for once 
the feds did not grossly overpay for what 
they purchased. The impending costs to 
our children and grandchildren are stag- 
gering, however, in terms of lower edu- 
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cational achievement and opportunity, di- 
minished preparation for college, reduced 
career readiness, less earning power, and 
reduced freedoms. 

Although Common Core is many things 
depending on the lens through which you 
view it — a Trojan horse for data gath- 
ering, a sociological experiment, a huge 
expansion of the failed one-size-fits-all 
concept of education, an excuse for more 
useless standardized testing, an exercise in 
social justice at the expense of traditional 
education — none of these things are con- 
sonant with liberty, self-government, or 
even genuine educational success. Col- 
lectively, Common Core represents the 
final push to federalize public education in 
America: We have now entered the brave 
new world of FedEd. 


FedEd: The Long Game 

Played to Perfection 

Of course, the impulse behind Common 
Core is not new, nor is FedEd the conse- 
quence of recent developments (a list that 
includes Goals 2000 and No Child Left 


ObamaCare architect spills the beans: Jonathan Gruber admitted that government “lack of 
transparency” was necessary for overcoming “the stupidity of the American voter.” 
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Behind, among earlier iterations). The 
push toward FedEd has intensified since 
the creation of the federal Department of 
Education in the late 1970s. Once public 
education fell under the umbrella of yet 
another unaccountable Beltway bureau- 
cracy, it was just a matter of time until the 
feds bought, bribed, coerced, and threat- 
ened their way to greater and greater cen- 
tralization and control. For over four de- 
cades, the process has proceeded apace, 
with standardized testing a key tool in 
the battle to strip away local control of 
schools. The bigger, more complex, and 
extensive the tests, the more impossible 
it is for states — let alone local school 
districts — to conform without massive 
federal help. And the more behemoth the 
exams, the less relevance they possess 
for the children who must take them. A 
vicious circle perpetuates a needless and 
cynical cycle of failure: The mandating 
of ever-broader tests designed to facili- 
tate data gathering and centralization of 
control at the Department of Education 
(but which have no impact on actual stu- 
dent performance) forces states to depend 
more on federal dollars, leaving local dis- 
tricts and individual schools at the mercy 
of money-starved state governments and 
a federal bureaucracy happy to trade dol- 
lars for control. 

So much has been written about the ac- 
tual standards, their expense, novelty, lack 
of rigor, ideological spin, and untested 
methods, that I will focus on only those 
aspects of the scheme that reflect most 
directly on the rise of FedEd. There are 
two principal reasons to be worried about 
Common Core, and both have catastrophic 
consequences for the future education of 
America’s children: First, the “standards” 
represent the most serious consolidation 
of federal power over educational free- 
dom in our nation’s history. Second, the 
federal government — in conjunction with 
textbook publishers, testing corporations, 
and independent corporate meddlers such 
as Bill Gates — is using this increased 
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In the beginning: The creation of the byzantine federal Department of Education marked the 
beginning of the end of education as a matter of state and local control. 


access and control to further politicize 
how America’s children are being taught 
and evaluated. One thing is absolutely 
clear: The standards cannot be viewed in 
a vacuum; they are inseparable from the 
pedagogy, the curriculum, the textbooks, 
the worksheets, and, importantly, those 
tests that form the roots that sustain this 
noxious weed. 

Proponents of the standards insist they 
are merely benchmarks, simple guideposts 
that teachers can follow (in an infinite 
variety of ways, they tell us) to improve 
student learning. But this is nonsense. The 
only way we have to measure the stan- 
dards is the tests. As both Common Core 
architect David Coleman and Common 
Core financier-in-chief Bill Gates have 
asserted: When the standards are aligned 
to the tests, the curriculum will line up as 
well, and the teachers will have no choice 
but to teach to the tests. Given that the 
only real way to measure the effective- 
ness of Common Core is the exams, it is 
beyond obvious that whoever controls the 
tests controls what happens in the class- 
room. And despite six years and counting 


for the Common Core era, that alignment 
between tests and standards did not begin 
in earnest for most states until spring 
2015. This long postponement of the tests 
was by design: The engineers of Common 
Core knew exactly how arbitrary, stress- 
ful, and transformative the tests would 
be, and therefore delayed them until the 
elaborate and expensive infrastructure was 
set firmly in place (and well-nigh impos- 
sible to remove). 

Given this carefully orchestrated 
timeline, it is not surprising that some 
teachers and school administrators claim 
not to have experienced the worst aspects 
of the Common Core scheme: Because of 
the methodical implementation schedule, 
we are only now entering the phase when 
the real aims and ambitions of those who 
created Common Core begin to surface. 
And once again, this directly parallels the 
route taken by the planners of Obama- 
Care, who postponed the costliest and 
most egregious regulatory aspects of the 
healthcare law until 2016 — the final year 
of Obama’s two-term presidency. 

Initially, the standards were sold on 
the seemingly benign premise that stu- 
dents in every classroom in every state 
should be learning the same thing at the 
same time every day. Wouldn’t it be nice 
if a child whose family moves from Ari- 
zona to Maine could walk into his new 
classroom and pick up exactly where he 
left off, without missing a beat? But the 
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statistical actuality of such transfers is 
so staggeringly small that even hardcore 
advocates almost never make the argu- 
ment anymore. But look past the utilitar- 
ian feint and consider the premise: An 
education system so hyper-regulated and 
cookie-cutter mass-produced could only 
be managed, monitored, and made com- 
pliant by a massive federal machine that 
must — by definition — eliminate any 
meaningful control of education at state 
and local levels. How can state and local 
school boards — let alone individual 
moms and dads — have any meaning- 
ful say in what goes on in the classroom 
under such a paradigm? 

And does anyone actually believe that 
tens of millions of kids from radically 
different geographies; diverse cultural, 
ethnic, and economic demographics; and 
myriad family circumstances will be held 
to higher standards when the endgame is 
parity, not excellence (or even compe- 
tency)? It does not require the convoluted 
processes of Common Core math to rec- 
ognize that when the educational man- 
date for upwards of 60 million American 
schoolchildren is uniformity, not achieve- 
ment, the new educational regimen will 
ultimately lower overall expectations, not 
enhance them, and inhibit if not repress 
high-achieving students. As with all such 
unworkably complex schemes for stan- 
dardization, the ultimate result inevitably 
settles at the lowest common denomina- 
tor, not the highest. 

And what parent can take seriously the 
argument that our children are all ulti- 
mately the same child when it comes to 
educational outcomes? That despite the 
differences in aptitudes, attitudes, resourc- 
es, intellectual curiosity, self-discipline, 
and family support, we are better off forc- 
ing all children into the same educational 
mold, rather than allowing them to find 
their own levels through actual achieve- 
ment and ability? 

For decades, whenever the federal 
government took over things they had no 
business meddling in — such as educa- 
tion and healthcare — they gave their un- 
constitutional power grabs benign titles 
designed to camouflage their true intent: 
“No Child Left Behind,” after all, strand- 
ed millions of school kids in the ditch of 
low achievement; and did anyone actu- 
ally believe that the Affordable Care Act 
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would be in any way affordable? But with 
Common Core, the name and the intent are 
finally the same. The purpose of FedEd is 
to standardize education, to level it off, to 
squash student excellence on the grounds 
that not all kids can be — or wish to be 
— excellent, to view learning first as an 
exercise in social justice, not content mas- 
tery or skill building. 


Testing, Testing 1-2-3, 

Houston, We Have a Problem 

A neglected but extremely dangerous 
consequence of the new FedEd regime 
is the implicit and explicit threats posed 
to private and home schools by such 
centralization. Far too few people real- 
ize that immediately after overseeing the 
creation of the standards, David Coleman 
became the ninth president of the Col- 
lege Board, the organization that designs 
the SAT exams used in the college appli- 
cation process, and that manages all the 
Advanced Placement (AP) courses that 
high-school students take to earn college 
credit. That Coleman could orchestrate the 
Common Core Standards, and then be al- 
lowed to oversee the entity that creates the 
SATs, is alarming, all the more so given 
the fact that he has no formal training in 
education. All of this amounts to an end 
run around constitutional principles and 


representative government, as unelected, 
unaccountable, unqualified, and largely 
unknown factotums — from Bill Gates 
to David Coleman to Sir Michael Barber 
(chief education advisor for Pearson Pub- 
lishing) — transform American education 
off the grid and without any input or over- 
sight from Congress or the people. 

It is inconceivable that Coleman and 
those driving FedEd would standardize 
and collectivize public-school children, 
only to allow outs for those in Com- 
mon Core-free private schools or those 
who elect to homeschool. Simply align- 
ing the exams that students take as part 
of the college admission process — or 
suggesting future alignment — has been 
enough to drive many private schools to 
adopt Common Core without any other 
pressure being brought to bear. Rough- 
ly 70 percent of Roman Catholic dio- 
cese schools have already “adopted” or 
“adapted” Common Core, for instance, 
and a main reason for the switch is the 
testing: both the national standardized 
tests used to gauge public-school perfor- 
mance and the threat that both the SATs 
and the ACTs will eventually align with 
Common Core methodology. 

And by controlling the Advanced 
Placement Exams, Coleman’s College 
Board now has another tool to shape 


Testing beliefs: Comprehensive tools for data mining and psychosocial evaluation, the ponderous 


standardized Common Core tests are a meaningless nightmare for students and teachers. 
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curriculum in the classroom. The first 
AP course revised under Coleman was 
Advanced Placement U.S. History 
(APUSH), and the new tests jettison 
fact-based history and civics in favor of 
“constructing historical narratives,” all of 
them dealing with the presumed racism, 
sexism, imperialism, and homophobia 
that drove American expansionism, mili- 
tary supremacy, and economic success. 
The tests no longer measure quantifiable 
knowledge about American history — 
from dates to places to facts to people 
— but instead require students to write 
highly tendentious essays conforming to 
the progressive assumptions that drive 
the course. The great popularity of AP 
courses — which provide college credits 
for high school-based courses — means 
that schools are scurrying to change the 
way they teach American history so as to 
prepare their students for the politicized 
exams. 

Many non-Catholic Christian schools 
have also begun the process of alignment, 
recognizing that non-Common Core text- 
books are increasingly hard to find, and 
that sooner or later their students may run 
into Common Core tests. This amounts 
to a type of educational extortion, where 
federal oversight of the exams, combined 
with the collusion of textbook companies 
to print only Common Core materials, 
causes Christian schools to align out of 
fear, not sound pedagogy or curriculum. 

This unforced alignment of Christian 
schools is especially dangerous: React- 
ing out of fear about what might happen, 
these schools jump on the Common Core 
bandwagon, all but guaranteeing that 
what they initially feared wil/ happen, as 
the market for non-Common Core books 
shrinks even further, and more and more 
private and parochial students gravitate 
to Common Core-aligned tests. When did 
our Christian schools decide that worldly 
success — as measured by statist educrats 
and informed by secular pedagogical ap- 
proaches — was more in line with faith- 
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based education than character formation 
and the classical educational models that 
have a proven track record of success? 
And why would parents continue to 
pay expensive private-school tuition for 
an education that merely replicates the 
secular, progressive, and ultimately anti- 
Christian assumptions and methods of the 
public schools? 

For homeschool parents — many of 
whom opted out of public schools pre- 
cisely because of bureaucratic overreach 
and the growing recognition that govern- 
ment schools seek to supersede parental 
authority — the move to greater federal in- 
volvement is justifiably seen as ominous. 
Seeing the shock, hurt, and confusion of 
public-school parents, who were never 
consulted about the Common Core take- 
over, and whose schools were transformed 
without their input, is a dramatic reminder 
to the homeschool community that a fed- 
eral government that values progressive 
ideology over sound and developmentally 


appropriate pedagogy will not, in the long 
run, continue to allow educational alter- 
natives that deviate from the collectivist 
status quo. As usual, homeschool families 
must care deeply about the hijacking of 
public education, and indeed must actively 
fight such takeovers on behalf of too many 
public-school parents who are still in the 
dark about the dangers that face them. In 
the long run, the only way to guarantee the 
freedom to educate at home is to help pre- 
vent public education from fully becoming 
government education. On the plus side, 
homeschool families have burgeoned 
since the turn of the century. Neverthe- 
less, according to one source nearly 40 
percent of available homeschool curricula 
has aligned or begun the process of adapt- 
ing to Common Core methodologies, and 
many parents are hesitant to homeschool 
over fears that a non-Common Core edu- 
cation — even a superior one — may be 
a hindrance to college enrollment once 
FedEd consolidates its gains. 


Snatching Defeat 

From the Jaws of Victory 

People skeptical about the federal origins 
of Common Core — or who refuse to be- 
lieve, despite four decades of evidence, 
that the purpose of all this constant re- 
form is FedEd — often wonder why the 
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He expects obedience: Non-educator Bill Gates spent billions to subsidize Common Core, and 
remains entirely unaccountable to parents and teachers. 
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Connections? Although he has no formal training in education, David Coleman oversaw the 
creation of the Common Core Standards and is currently president of the College Board. 


feds didn’t just appropriate education the 
way they appropriated healthcare. The 
answer is simple: legally, they could not. 
Unlike unconstitutional healthcare edicts, 
written to skirt the law, that cruised to 
implementation, new federal decrees to 
federalize education faced high hurdles. 
Besides the 10th Amendment to the Con- 
stitution, which leaves such decisions to 
the states, three federal statutes from 1965 
prohibit the creation of national standards 
or national curriculum. This is the reason 
Common Core has such shadowy and cor- 
porate origins, tacitly underwritten with 
government input, money, and support. 
Nevertheless, as we demonstrated above, 
only the federal government has the power 
and resources — both financially and pu- 
nitively — to wedge the standards into the 
schools and keep them there: The federal 
Race to the Top program was the engine 
that drove that wedge. 

If indeed Common Core is the coalesc- 
ing development in the ascendancy of 
FedEd since the creation of the Depart- 
ment of Education, it stands to reason that 
both political parties contributed to its 
rise, defense, and continued endurance, 
even as both parties inside the Beltway 
benefit financially and in terms of con- 
trol. This explains why, despite Repub- 
lican control of the House, Senate, and 
the majority of governorships and state 
legislatures, no real progress has been 
made in removing Common Core at the 
state level. Between 2012 and 2014, 
when anti-Common Core activism was 
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most vibrant, candidates for Republican 
offices in all 50 states vied to be the on 
the right side of the issue, promising to 
push back on the intrusive standards if 
elected. American voters installed them 
in record numbers and even won back the 
U.S. Senate, but predictably the zeal for 
real educational reform passed as quickly 
as election-night celebrations, dissipating 
like bubbles in a champagne flute. 

So feckless are Republicans on the issue 
that none of the 46 states that originally 
accepted Common Core has successfully 
removed it, and those that boast of having 
banished it — such as Indiana or Florida 
— simply rebranded the standards as “In- 
diana College and Career Academic Stan- 
dards” and the “Next Generation Sunshine 
State Standards,” respectively. Even the 
four states that in theory never accepted 
Common Core — Alaska, Nebraska, 
Texas, and Virginia — all have Common 
Core textbooks, assignments, and test 
preparation in their schools. Texas was 
most adamant in refusing Common Core, 
even though — unbeknownst to the legis- 
lature — an early prototype of Common 
Core named C-Scope was already loose 
in Lone Star schools. And then there are 
Republican demagogues such as Jeb Bush, 
who zealously defended Common Core in 
the face of mounting evidence of its false 
promises and untested methods. John Ka- 
sich too mocks those who oppose, bleating 
the same discredited talking points about 
the standards being “state led” and “aca- 
demically rigorous.” 


Make no mistake: Common Core is a 
progressive idea, crafted by progressive 
activists, implemented by progressive 
bureaucrats, and designed to benefit pro- 
gressive educrats. But it is shielded, de- 
fended, funded, and now — for the first 
time — protected under the law, cour- 
tesy of the Republican-controlled Con- 
gress. In December 2015, as the country 
turned its attention to the coming holi- 
days, both chambers voted into law the 
Every Student Succeeds Act (ESSA) by 
a combined vote of 444 to 76. President 
Obama signed the bill into law on De- 
cember 10. Anti-Common Core activist 
Emmett McGroarty correctly character- 
izes the bill as “a disaster that would 
cement, not overturn, the odious pro- 
gressive-education philosophies of the 
Obama Administration.” Besides setting 
in stone Common Core, the bill retroac- 
tively legalizes — or at least provides 
legislative cover for — the questionably 
legal means by which Common Core was 
created and implemented. 

Among other dangerous precedents, the 
bill legitimizes and mandates certain types 
of intrusive data gathering on American 
students, props up the national standard- 
ized test regime, green lights the imposi- 
tion of psychosocial evaluative techniques 
in classrooms, and sets legal standing for 
FedEd by sanctioning all sorts of federal 
interventionism in American public edu- 
cation. Speaker of the House Paul Ryan 
gave his caucus just two days to study the 
nearly 1,100-page bill, a dense revision of 
the failed No Child Left Behind bill. Ryan 
muscled the ESSA into law before anyone 
had the opportunity to digest it, let alone 
consider long-term ramifications. 

How bad is the ESSA? Bad enough 
that Arne Duncan — Obama’s secretary 
of education from 2008 through 2015 — 
shared his elation after the bill’s passage in 
an interview with Politico Pro: 


I’m stunned at how much better it 
ended up than either [House or Sen- 
ate] bill going into conference. I had 
a Democratic congressman say to 
me that it’s a miracle — he’s liter- 
ally never seen anything like it... If 
you look at the substance of what is 
there ... embedded in the law are the 
values that we’ve promoted and pro- 
posed forever. The core of our agenda 
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Dubious duo: Former Education Secretary Arne Duncan (left) teamed up with Speaker Paul Ryan 
to cement federal control of public education. 


from Day One, that’s all in there.... 
For the first time in our nation’s his- 
tory, that’s the letter of the law. 


“The core of our agenda”: This is what 
Republicans ceded to the feds, and for the 
first time in America’s history, they have 
an unshakable foothold from which to 
scale even higher peaks of control. 
Duncan’s rambling interview sheds 
deeper light on the Republican betrayal of 
America’s families by the likes of Ryan, 
Senator Lamar Alexander (R-Tenn.), and 
Representative John Kline (R-Minn.). 
Speaking of their secret negotiations 
prior to the vote, Duncan reveals: “We 
had many, many conversations behind the 
scenes.... And I said for us [the progres- 
sives] to support it, they’d [Alexander 
and Kline] have to shed their far, far right 
[those opposing Common Core].... I hon- 
estly didn’t know if they’d have the politi- 
cal courage to do that. But they both said 
they would and they did. I give them tre- 
mendous credit for that.” Duncan had fur- 
ther kind words for the “courage” of Ryan: 
“About a month before [Senate passage of 
the bill], I ran into Speaker Ryan and we 
just talked briefly. I asked if he was going 
to back this, whether he’s willing to take 
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on the far right. I just asked him straight 
up. And he said, ‘Absolutely. We’re going 
to back this.’ And, he did. That’s when I 
thought it had a real shot.” 


Fool Me Once, Shame on Me. 

Fool Me Twice, Run for Congress! 

As depressing as all of that sounds, it does 
provide an opportunity for a rare moment 
of clarity. Those who oppose FedEd must 
recognize that when it comes to issues 
of states’ rights and individual liberties, 
there are not two distinct political parties. 
While there are good people in politics 
fighting these issues — including some 
on the Democrat side of the aisle — the 
real struggle is between Beltway bureau- 
crats and the rest of us. Call them Repub- 
licrats or Democans if you prefer, but they 
constitute the Beltway plutocracy that 
seek to advance their own power at the 
expense of the citi- 
zenry. Coming full 
circle, we remember 
that the same presi- 
dent and Congress 
that gave us Obam- 
aCare are the same 
bunch that exempted 
themselves from the 


legislation. It is true for Common Core as 
well: Obama’s kids will not suffer under 
Common Core, nor will the Bush children 
or the Clinton grandbaby. For them, it is, 
and was, swanky private schools, without 
a hint of common core. 

The good news is that no educational 
development in the last 50 years has 
roused as much concern about the prac- 
tices and policies of public education as 
Common Core. People are paying atten- 
tion again, and parents are slowly awaken- 
ing from a long slumber of complacency 
induced by the opiate of “free education” 
(pay no attention to those property taxes) 
and eight hours a day of “free day care.” 
Such soporific blandishments ring hollow 
when our kids come home from school 
wagging their fingers about climate 
change and nattering about white privi- 
lege. Beyond the wake-up call, Common 
Core has also convinced more and more 
parents to homeschool. For many reasons, 
homeschool is booming, and parents are 
increasingly recognizing the benefits of 
keeping the kids home. Academia is pay- 
ing attention as well, with universities and 
colleges dedicating resources to recruit 
homeschool students. The more vibrant 
and viable homeschool remains, the hard- 
er it will be for the federal government to 
move against it. 

We find ourselves as a nation in the 
grip of FedEd because we forgot what 
our Founding Fathers understood so well. 
When the federal government is in charge 
of educating our kids, they will do so for 
their benefit, not for the benefit of the par- 
ents or local communities. All it takes to 
reverse the process is for parents to realize 
that they are the primary educators of their 
children and embrace the responsibility. 
As in so many things, the more passive the 
citizenry, the more control will be imposed 
by government. We must stand up for our 
kids and take charge of their education: 
Practically, morally, and biblically, it just 
makes sense. ll 
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HEALTHCARE 


For our own good and the good of everyone else in the country, legislators want to 
mandate that kids get vaccines — despite parents’ wishes. But is this actually “good’? 


by Liza Greve 


accine choice — whether to give 

\ / one’s own children vaccines for 
various viral maladies — has be- 

come a household topic, even working its 
way into the presidential debates. The de- 
bate has been characterized by most media 
and many politicians as a fight between 
those who are concerned about public 
health and those who ignorantly disregard 
public safety, and endanger others via 
their decisions not to inoculate, because of 


Liza Greve is co-director of Oklahomans for Vaccine 
and Health Choice. 
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overblown fears of vaccine dangers. But 
the controversy has not been accurately 
presented. As someone who has been on 
the front lines fighting for parental choice, 
it’s apparent to me that it would be more 
precise to say that the battle is between 
those who trust themselves to weigh the 
potential benefits and dangers of vaccines 
and those who wish to give the power to 
make parental decisions to the state (as if 
government is all-wise). 

The year 2015 began with a media fren- 
zy over a measles outbreak at Disneyland. 
It captured attention like never before and 
started a firestorm of debate. Thankfully, 
there were no deaths or serious complica- 


tions. But that is not unusual. The Centers 
for Disease Control reports that approxi- 
mately 0.2 percent of the measles cases in 
the United States from 1985 to 1992 re- 
sulted in death. In fact, it would have been 
unusual if someone had died, because no 
one has died from measles in this country 
since 2004. Compare that to CDC findings 
about the flu: 


It is estimated that in the United 
States, each year on average 5% to 
20% of the population gets the flu 
and more than 200,000 people are 
hospitalized from seasonal flu-relat- 
ed complications. Flu seasons are un- 
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Interestingly, what one didn’t hear in the media 


coverage was a Separate fact from the CDC: 
According to the CDC, since 2004, more than 100 


people have died from the measles (MMR) vaccine. 


predictable and can be severe. Over 
a period of 30 years, between 1976 
and 2006, estimates of flu-associated 
deaths in the United States range 
from a low of about 3,000 to a high 
of about 49,000 people. 


So at the very least, the media frenzy over 
measles at Disney was overblown. It was 
also very one-sided — against parents’ 
rights. Interestingly, what one didn’t hear 
in the media coverage was a separate fact 
from the CDC: According to the CDC, since 
2004, more than 100 people have died from 
the measles (MMR) vaccine. Based on the 
CDC’s own data there is actually a greater 
risk of dying from taking the vaccine than 
there is from catching the measles. 

Also pertinent is the observation that if 
the vaccinations work, how is it possible 
that the unvaccinated kids are endangering 
everyone? Shouldn’t the vaccinated chil- 
dren be safe? 

As a parent who has investigated the 
facts after seeing one of my children in- 
jured, I believe that the vaccine, in the 


The Disney measles frenzy: According to the CDC, the Disneyland measles outbreak likely started 


case of measles, is more deadly than the 
disease, and I choose not to take that risk 
with my other children. While the knee- 
jerk reaction by the all-powerful-govern- 
ment crowd would be to accuse me and 
those like me of recklessness, irrespon- 
sibility, or worse, the simple fact is that 
I believe not only that my children are 
my responsibility and should be guided 
by me, but that it is the number one job of 
parents to decide what risks their children 
will be allowed to take, as they already do 
in most other areas. 

Consider that Stanford Children’s 
Health reports that in the United States 
about 30 million children between the 
ages of five and 14 participate in some 
form of organized sport, and 3.5 million of 
them (more than 10 percent) are injured, 
with many getting traumatic brain injury 
and some even dying. Stanford clarifies: 


¢ Sports and recreational activities 
contribute to approximately 21 per- 
cent of all traumatic brain injuries 
among American children. 


from a traveler who became infected overseas, then visited the theme park while infectious. 
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¢ Almost 50 percent of head injuries 
sustained in sports or recreational ac- 
tivities occur during bicycling, skate- 
boarding, or skating incidents. 


Some parents respond to sports-injury 
statistics by not letting their children par- 
ticipate in certain sports, such as football 
or skiing, or by not letting their children 
skate without helmets or forbidding tram- 
poline use; others encourage all athletic 
activities, with the mind-set not only that 
athletics chisel properly functioning bod- 
ies, but that sports build character, and 
the only thing worse than a child who is 
physically injured is a child with a dam- 
aged psyche. But the important thing is 
that parents choose — as is their right. 


An Outbreak of Legislation 
Notwithstanding the facts that vaccine 
mandates are really mandates to restrict 
parental rights, and fueled by the media 
attention, legislation popped up around the 
nation with the purpose of abolishing non- 
medical vaccine exemptions or “opt-outs” 
for schoolchildren. Americans were led to 
believe that the Disneyland outbreak was 
the result of unvaccinated children and 
that all Americans were in danger as a re- 
sult of the unvaccinated. Again, assertions 
diverged from reality. 

According to the CDC, the outbreak 
likely started from a traveler who became 
infected overseas, then visited Disneyland 
while infectious. Analysis by CDC scien- 
tists showed that the measles virus type 
(B3) was identical to the virus type that 
caused the large measles outbreak in the 
Philippines in 2014. Whether the foreign 
carrier had been vaccinated is unknown. 

Moreover, claims made about the ef- 
ficacy of the vaccines and the dangers 
spawned by unvaccinated children were 
grossly inaccurate. Legislators who 
authored bills to require vaccinations 
claimed herd immunity — defined as a 
“general immunity to a pathogen in a pop- 
ulation based on the acquired immunity to 
it by a high proportion of members over 
time” — was at an all-time low because 
parents were abusing their personal and 
religious exemption rights by not inocu- 
lating their children. But vaccine-based 
herd immunity is largely a myth. 

The original concept of herd immunity 
was coined by Dr. A.W. Hedrich in the 
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1930s, based upon his epidemiological 
studies of measles. His theory applied to 
the protection that occurs when a popu- 
lation contracts and recovers naturally 
from infections. Later on, immunologists 
adopted the phrase, and they established 
a desired 68-percent vaccination rate to 
acquire “safe herd immunity” in a popu- 
lation. Later they increased the desired 
vaccination rate to 95 percent of the pop- 
ulation to garner herd immunity, though 
nothing new was learned about disease 
pathology to account for the increase. But 
even that vaccination rate doesn’t guaran- 
tee safety from infection. 

Outbreaks still occur even in popula- 
tions where 99 percent of the group has 
been vaccinated. In 1986, for example, 
a school in Corpus Christi, Texas, had a 
measles outbreak even though 99 percent 
of the students were vaccinated. Not only 
does this fact make a mockery out of herd 
immunity, it draws attention to the fact that 
people who have been vaccinated can still 
become infected — thus condemning the 
arguments of the big-government people. 

Outbreaks among the vaccinated are 
common. In 2011, a 22-year-old woman, 
also known as “Measles Mary,” developed 
measles shortly after being vaccinated. 
Despite having received both of her two 
“recommended” doses, she turned out to 
be unwittingly contagious. Ultimately, she 
transmitted the measles to four people, 
of whom, not surprisingly, two had been 
fully vaccinated. 

Also, some parents report their children 
developing “measles-like” rashes after 
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Untested: A 2013 report published by the Institute of Medicine concluded that the federally 
recommended birth-to-six-year-old child vaccine schedule has not been fully scientifically evaluated. 


being vaccinated with this live virus. One 
Oklahoma family, the Tylers, witnessed 
their one-year-old little boy become in- 
stantly lethargic after his MMR. Three 
days later, he spiked a high fever and then 
proceeded to scream all night for the first 
three days of the fever. Once the fever 
broke, he broke out in a “measles-like” 
rash. Needless to say, the Tyler family did 
not vaccinate him for the second MMR; 
therefore, this child needs an exemption 
to attend school. 

Another weakness in the argument for 
herd immunity is based on adult cover- 
age. Adults outnumber children three to 
one, yet currently this demographic of the 
“herd” cannot be said to be vaccinated. 
Natural immunity to a disease can last a 
lifetime; vaccine-induced immunity often 
does not. Vaccine efficacy rates depend 
on the vaccine. The Centers for Disease 
Control admits, “In the first year after 
getting vaccinated, whooping cough vac- 
cines for adolescents and adults (called 
Tdap) protect about 7 out of 10 people 
who receive them. There is a decrease 
in effectiveness in each following year. 
About 3 or 4 out of 10 people are fully 
protected 4 years after getting Tdap.” 
Therefore, over half of our community 
of adults is unvaccinated, as most do not 
get boosters. Hence, our communities 
have never achieved a 95-percent vac- 
cine-induced herd immunity, yet we still 
have managed to eliminate many serious 
diseases. So there must be other factors, 
such as better sanitation and nutrition, 
that explain our successes. 


A Problem-causing Solution 

The theory of vaccine-induced herd im- 
munity is being sold in an attempt to 
achieve an agenda: forced vaccinations 
for all, beginning with our children, and 
increased government power over the 
people. What better way to achieve these 
goals than by legislation camouflaged in 
“greater good” rhetoric? 

My home state of Oklahoma was one 
of the states threatened with legislation. 
State Senator and Doctor Ervin Yen at- 
tempted (unsuccessfully) to eliminate both 
the religious and personal exemptions to 
vaccinations that Oklahoma has long up- 
held. In response, thousands of concerned 
citizens quickly organized to oppose this 
violation of rights. Oklahomans for Vac- 
cine and Health Choice was founded, and 
concemed parents (many with vaccine- 
injured children) began contacting their 
state legislators in record numbers. These 
parents began to coordinate e-mail cam- 
paigns, educational movie screenings, and 
town hall meetings to educate both legis- 
lators and fellow citizens on the issue of 
vaccine choice. 

One town hall meeting was structured in 
a debate-like forum and featured Senator 
Yen and Dr. Stephanie Christner, a licensed 
psychiatrist, whose own infant daughter 
died of vaccine-induced SIDS. First, Dr. 
Christner gave her presentation, which de- 
tailed peer-reviewed studies demonstrating 
vaccines are not always safe or effective. 
Countering, Senator Yen defended his bill 
with two arguments: the theory of herd im- 
munity and the claim that vaccine injury is 
extremely rare, at “one in a million.” 

The claim about herd immunity is, as we 
noted, speculative, at best, and the second 
assertion is misleading. The CDC reports 
that one patient is compensated by the 
vaccine court for every one million vac- 
cine doses given, not that only one person 
out of a million people is injured. Far more 
have likely been injured and not received 
compensation, because it is very difficult 
to get compensation for injury. 

Pharmaceutical companies, to ensure 
their profitability, lobbied Congress for 
years to pass legislation to become virtu- 
ally immune to prosecution. In 1986, the 
National Childhood Vaccine Injury Act 
was passed. The act removed liability 
for drug-caused injuries and effectively 
closed the courthouse doors to the injured. 
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In the place of standard trials for injury 
via vaccines, the National Vaccine Injury 
Court was formed. It is not a true court 
because it has no judge, no jury, no legal 
precedent, and no public hearing. It pays 
injured claimants from a fund created by 
confiscating part of the purchase price of 
each vaccine — if you can get into the 
“court” and win your case. 

To make it before the court, an indi- 
vidual files a petition with the U.S. Court 
of Federal Claims. Next, the U.S. De- 
partment of Health and Human Services 
medical staff reviews the petition and de- 
termines if it meets the medical criteria for 
compensation. The U.S. Department of 
Justice develops a report that includes the 
medical recommendation and legal analy- 
sis and submits it to the court. The report 
is presented to a court-appointed special 
master, who decides whether the peti- 
tioner should be compensated, often after 
holding a hearing in which both parties 
can present evidence. If compensation is 
awarded, the special master determines the 
amount and type of compensation. Finally, 
if a family is able to navigate through each 
of the governmental steps, the court orders 
the U.S. Department of Health and Human 
Services to award compensation. Applica- 
tion must begin before the expiration of a 
two-year statute of limitation from time of 
injury or death. 

To date, of the approximately 14,000 
cases selected, only 4,000 were deter- 
mined to be compensable, thus leaving 
almost 10,000 cases dismissed. Sadly, 
most families living through the after- 
effects of injuries or death never file a 
petition, so the above numbers are just a 
fraction of what could and what should 
have been paid. The majority of vaccine- 
injured never see a penny. Despite the 
drawbacks of the new system for plain- 
tiffs, to date, over $3.2 billion has been 
paid out to victims. 
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No official cause: Since the 1990s, there has been an explosion in the number of cases of 
autism. A disorder that was once very rare is now estimated to affect one in 50 Americans. 


Soon after legal immunity was grant- 
ed, protecting pharmaceutical compa- 
nies from lawsuits, the CDC increased 
the vaccine schedule for America’s chil- 
dren, and to date the schedule has tripled, 
with children receiving upwards of 70 
vaccines. Vaccine revenues have soared 
from $510 million in 1985 to $24.3 bil- 
lion in 2014. There has also been an in- 
crease in autism rates during this time, 
though the government disputes the fact 
that vaccines can even cause autism, de- 
spite its own court judgments and other 
findings. 

For example, a study done by the Pace 
Environmental Law Review in 2011 re- 
vealed 83 compensated cases of autism, 
showing that the government has known 
about a link between vaccines and autism 
for many years now. 

In June of 2007, in a remarkably clear 
decision, Special Master Richard Abell 
ruled in a case accusing the MMR shot 
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of causing Bailey Banks to acquire au- 
tism when he was 15 months old that the 
Bankses had successfully demonstrated 
that “the MMR vaccine at issue actually 
caused the conditions from which Bailey 
suffered and continues to suffer.” In his 
conclusion, Abell ruled that the MMR 
had directly caused a brain inflammation 
which, in turn, had caused the autism. 

Moreover, a 2013 report published by 
the Institute of Medicine concluded that 
the federally recommended birth-to-six- 
year-old child vaccine schedule has not 
been fully scientifically evaluated; there- 
fore, we may have traded the fear of con- 
tracting short-term illnesses for living a 
life with long-term chronic illness: 


Most vaccine-related research fo- 
cuses on the outcomes of single im- 
munizations or combinations of vac- 
cines administered at a single visit. 
Although each new vaccine is eval- 
uated in the context of the overall 
immunization schedule that existed 
at the time of review of that vac- 
cine, elements of the schedule are 
not evaluated once it is adjusted to 
accommodate a new vaccine. Thus, 
key elements of the entire schedule 
— the number, frequency, timing, 
order and age at administration of 
vaccines — have not been systemat- 
ically examined in research studies. 
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Many activists in the pro-parental-choice 
movement are parents who have had a 
child experience traumatic injury as the re- 
sult of vaccines. They witnessed children 
change for the worse after vaccinations, 
with many reporting autism occurring. 

Since the 1990s, there has been an explo- 
sion in the number of cases of autism. A 
disorder that was once very rare, according 
to the Centers for Disease Control, is now 
estimated to affect one in 50 Americans. 

The disease was once so rare that very 
few doctors had ever seen anything like 
it. In April 1943, a psychiatry journal 
called The Nervous Child published an ar- 
ticle entitled “Autistic Disturbances of Af- 
fective Contact.” Written by Leo Kanner, 
a Johns Hopkins child psychiatrist who is 
widely considered the founder of the field, 
the article discusses his observations of a 
few cases where he states that a new and 
unknown disorder — autism — was be- 
ginning to appear: 


Since 1938, there have come to our 
attention a number of children whose 
condition differs so markedly and 
uniquely from anything reported so 
far, that each case merits — and, I 
hope, will eventually receive — a 
detailed consideration of its fascinat- 
ing peculiarities. 


Elsewhere, he called autism “‘a behavior 
pattern not known to me or anyone else 
theretofore.” And the increase in autism 
is so great that it cannot be explained on 
the basis of better diagnosing. If one in 50 
now have autism, then where are all the 
elderly people with autism? There would 
have to be approximately two percent of 
our elderly population who have had a life 
of autism. That cohort doesn’t exist. 
Despite, or because of, the explosion of 
autism in children, government is so intent 
on attacking claims of vaccine-induced 
autism that it literally trashed data finding 
that inoculations did cause autism. In the 
summer of 2014, Dr. William Thompson, 
a senior scientist at the CDC, stated that 
in 2004, he and his study co-authors in- 
tentionally threw away information rela- 
tive to the autism-MMR link. He revealed 
that the CDC possessed evidence showing 
that the MMR increases the risk of autism 
in African-American boys by 340 percent 
if given before the age of 36 months. In- 
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stead of warning the public, the CDC’s top 
scientists actively conspired to bury, and 
even destroy, that evidence. 

Congressman Bill Posey (R-Fla.) quot- 
ed Dr. Thompson in testimony before Con- 
gress, saying, “The coauthors scheduled a 
meeting to destroy documents related to 
the study. The remaining four coauthors 
all met and brought a big garbage can into 
the meeting room and went through all the 
hard copy documents that we had thought 
we should discard and put them in a huge 
garbage can.” 

Dr. William Thompson has not testi- 
fied before Congress about the allega- 
tions. Congressman Posey has requested 
a congressional hearing take place, but 
one has not been scheduled, as the inci- 
dent is still under investigation, according 
to Congressman Jason Chaffetz’ office. 
Chaffetz (R-Utah) serves as the chair of 
the Oversight and Government Reform 
Committee, yet for over a year has made 
no public attempt to subpoena Dr. William 
Thompson. 


Going on the Offense 

Aware of all the foregoing information, 
the pro-parental-choice movement in 
Oklahoma strove to find legislators who 
were both willing to listen to the facts and 
would be open to going on the offense to 
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protect vaccine choice. State Representa- 
tive Randy Grau and State Senator Nathan 
Dahm took the lead by authoring a bill that 
would require doctors to present a more 
balanced approach to informed consent 
that includes potential risks/benefits, in- 
gredients, and knowledge about the lack 
of liability should injury or death occur. 
The bill was in line with recommenda- 
tions from the American Medical Associa- 
tion. That group says about medical pro- 
cedures and the requirements for informed 
consent and the ability to refuse treatment: 


The patient’s right of self-decision 
can be effectively exercised only if 
the patient possesses enough infor- 
mation to enable an informed choice. 
The physician’s obligation is to pre- 
sent the medical facts accurately to 
the patient or to the individual re- 
sponsible for the patient’s care and 
to make recommendations for man- 
agement in accordance with good 
medical practice. The physician has 
an ethical obligation to help the pa- 
tient make choices from among the 
therapeutic alternatives consistent 
with good medical practice. 


On February 8, 2016, Representative 
Grau introduced his bill, HB 3016, the 


People’s champion: Oklahoma State Representative Randy Grau introduced HB 3016, the 
Parental Rights Immunization Act, on February 8, 2016. This bill requires that parents know what 


ingredients are in the vaccines. 
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They persuaded: Senator Nathan Dahm (right), co-author of HB 3016, and Dr. and Rep. Mike 
Ritze (left) were instrumental in educating legislators on the need for informed consent. 


Parental Rights Immunization Act, at 
Health Freedom Rally 2016. He an- 
nounced to the crowd, “I know you did 
not pick this fight. This fight came to you 
when there was a proposal to take away 
your choice, to take away your rights.” 
Speaking about Yen’s bill, he continued, 
“Just like in education, where parents are 
the primary teacher, I believe parents are 
the first and primary health care provid- 
er.” The crowd cheered. 

State Representative Mike Ritze, D.O., 
a physician and surgeon, co-author of the 
bill, also spoke at the rally: “Parental over- 
sight of their children, in regard to vac- 
cine choice, is the basic government that 
God has given to or in the family structure. 
With over 70 vaccines suggested by gov- 
ernment today the parents should decide 
which is needed with advice and consent 
of their family physician.” 

And just as Americans want to know the 
ingredients in their food, many parents want 
to know what ingredients are being injected 
into their children. HB 3016 would ensure 
that parents could receive that information 
prior to vaccinations. Vaccine ingredients 
include heavy metals, such as aluminum; 
known carcinogens, such as formalde- 
hyde; and human and animal cells, such as 
aborted fetal cells that are used as cultures 
to grow live viruses. 

On February 17, 2016, Oklahoma’s HB 
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3016 unanimously passed out of commit- 
tee. When it hit the House floor on March 
9, it received little opposition and passed 
89-6. HB 3016 passed its first Senate com- 
mittee, the Health and Human Services 
Committee, by a vote of seven to one. The 
only senator to vote against informing par- 
ents was Senator Ervin Yen. 

HB 3016 was eventually cleared by the 
Oklahoma legislature and sent to Gover- 
nor Mary Fallin for her signature. Fallin 
vetoed the measure on April 29. As of this 
writing, proponents of HB 3016 are hop- 
ing to override the veto. 


Strategizing for Forced Vaccinations 

In response to opposition to his own bill, 
Senator Yen changed his original bill, 
which had removed both personal and 
religious exemptions, so that it only re- 
moved personal exemptions. Despite the 
change, State Senator Rob Standridge, 
chair of the Senate Health and Human 
Services Committee, refused to hear 
Yen’s bill on the basis that the legislature 
should not get involved in decisions best 
left to doctors and parents. This was a 
victory, but it was a temporary victory. 
In the afternoon of Friday, February 19, 
2016, grassroots activists were notified 
that another committee, the Education 
Committee, was going to hear the bill, 
SB 1478, the following Monday. Okla- 


homans for Vaccine and Health Choice- 
PAC immediately sent out action alerts. 
By the end of the weekend, hundreds of 
Oklahomans had e-mailed, as well as 
filling legislator’s voicemails to capac- 
ity. By Monday concerned citizens were 
waiting in the halls at the Capitol. After 
one hour of debate, the bill was killed, 
but only by one nail-biting vote. Sena- 
tor Yen has vowed to not give up, and in 
his closing statements, he stated to the 
dismay of the crowd, “I don’t know why 
parents want exemptions. I think parents 
opt out of vaccines because it is easier 
than taking their kids to the doctor” — an 
obvious ad hominem attack, especially 
since it is easier to go to the doctor than 
the capitol. 


The Elephant in the Room 

For any parent who has ever opted out 
of vaccines, it is a reality that refusing 
to vaccinate is in no way easy. From 
the moment your child is born, vaccines 
are pushed, beginning with the hepatitis 
B shot at birth. This disease is mainly 
passed via sexual intercourse and IV drug 
use; yet the vaccine is given to newborns, 
and then parents are pressured to follow a 
hefty schedule of over 70 vaccines by the 
time the child is 18. If parents refuse, they 
are often made to feel guilty. 

We are at a crossroads on who “calls 
the shots” over our health and freedom. 
With over 200 vaccines in development, 
this is not just about children anymore. 
All of us will be targets to meet the quota 
for “herd immunity.” We either give over 
complete control of health decisions to 
government and the trillion-dollar phar- 
maceutical industry or fight this type of 
legislation now! Our nation has become 
the most vaccinated nation on Earth, and 
Americans are under the threat of being 
denied education or employment if they 
don’t comply with vaccinations. When 
we consider that vaccines come with risk 
(thousands of reported injuries), are often 
not effective (outbreaks have occurred in 
populations where 99 percent were vac- 
cinated), have no consumer product li- 
ability, and are given in numbers today 
that have never been tested in totality, it 
seems that the pursuit by legislators to re- 
move personal and religious exemptions 
is tyranny in its highest form, so we opt 
to fight. Hi 
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POLITICS 


A Good Brat? 


Is this politician for me? As part of a series of articles, we give the backgrounds and voting 
records of some noteworthy U.S. politicians — both good and bad — in the 2016 election. 
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the establishment when he defeated incumbent House Majority Leader Eric Cantor (R-Va.) in the 
Republican primary in 2014. 


by Christian Gomez 


rom the outset, Congressman 
FE David Brat of Virginia has shaken 

the establishment, and continues to 
do so with his unswerving commitment 
to liberty and a constitutionalist voting 
record. In what was initially seen as a 
long-shot race against incumbent House 
Republican Majority Leader Eric Cantor, 
economics professor David Brat of Ran- 
dolph-Macon College accused Cantor of 
having a “crony-capitalist mentality” and 
defeated him in the Republican primary, 
going on to win in the general election in 
2014. Shortly after the general election, on 
November 12, 2014, Brat was sworn in to 
complete Cantor’s term, following Can- 
tor’s resignation. 

Now in the second year of his first 
full term, Brat is seeking reelection to 
the House of Representatives. Despite 
being a freshman congressman, Brat has 
already left his mark as a constitutional- 
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ist, garnering a notable 91-percent score 
from THE NEW AMERICAN’S “Freedom 
Index,” which measures congressmen’s 
fidelity to the Constitution by the votes 
they cast. These votes, some of which 
shall be examined shortly, highlight why 
Brat is no disappointment to the voters of 
the commonwealth’s Seventh Congres- 
sional District. 


Budget and Fiscal Responsibility 
Since Congressman Brat holds a Ph.D. 
in economics from American University 
and has been an economics professor, it is 
apropos that his positions on the budget, 
national debt, and fiscal responsibility be 
examined first. 

In a key vote, which can be used to sep- 
arate the foolish from the wise, Brat voted 
against raising the debt ceiling and in- 
creasing spending when the House of Rep- 
resentatives passed the Bipartisan Budget 
Act (H.R. 1314) on October 29, 2015. This 
bipartisan budget deal, struck by Senate 


Minority Leader Harry Reid (D-Nev.), 
Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnell 
(R-Ky.), House Minority Leader Nancy 
Pelosi (D-Calif.), then-House Speaker 
John Boehner (R-Ohio), and President 
Barack Obama, “increases appropriated 
spending by more than $65 billion, almost 
all of the $74 billion that President Obama 
demanded,” Brat explained. 

According to Brat, the budget deal 
“pails out the insolvent Social Security 
Disability Insurance (SSDJ Trust Fund by 
diverting $117 billion from the Old Age 
and Survivors Insurance program, which 
also has massive unfunded liabilities.” 
The deal also eliminates the spending caps 
that Republicans had previously enacted 
in order to reduce spending. 

By passing the bill, Brat said, “we retreat 
from the one budget victory the party has 
attained since taking power in the House 
after the 2010 election.” President Obama 
called the bipartisan budget deal an “actual 
bipartisan compromise” and House Minor- 
ity Leader Pelosi glowingly endorsed it, 
stating, “It’s a compromise and it moves us 
forward. I’m positive about it.” 

With Brat’s opposition to the biparti- 
san budget deal, he was one of the few 
House conservatives who did not bow 
down to the Democrats. On March 17, 
2016, in a letter to his congressional col- 
leagues, Brat called upon them to “re- 
store Congress’ power of the purse to 
hold the executive branch accountable.” 
And that is exactly what the Virginia 
congressman has been doing since as- 
suming office. 

A month into office, Brat voted against 
the “CRomnibus” (a combination of a 
Continuing Resolution and an Omnibus 
Spending Bill). According to Congressio- 
nal Quarterly, this CRomnibus “would 
provide $1.013 trillion in discretionary 
appropriations in fiscal 2015 for federal 
departments and agencies covered by the 
12 unfinished fiscal 2015 spending bills.” 
Included in the $1.013 trillion was: 

* $20.6 billion for Agriculture 
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* $61.1 billion for Commerce-Justice- 
Science 

¢ $554.2 billion for Defense 

* $34.2 billion for Energy-Water 

* $43.2 billion for Financial Services 

¢ $30 billion for Interior-Environment 

¢ $158.2 billion for Labor-HHS-Edu- 
cation 

¢ $4.3 billion for the Legislative Branch 

¢ $71.8 billion for Military Construc- 
tion-VA 

¢ $52 billion for State-Foreign Opera- 
tions 

¢ $53.5 billion for Transportation- HUD 

Included in the $554.2 billion for De- 
fense was $64 billion for “overseas con- 
tingency operations” related to the war in 
Afghanistan, the fight against ISIS in Iraq 
and Syria, and other overseas counterter- 
rorism operations. 

Furthermore, the omnibus would also 
fund President Obama’s illegal executive 
“amnesty order.” Cognizant of this am- 
nesty funding, Brat led the charge to strip 
the bill of its funding for Obama’s execu- 
tive action by way of an amendment. On 
December 11, 2014, in a statement posted 
on his Facebook page, Brat explained: 


This bill funds an illegal act. Above 
all, this vote was about following 
the law and the Constitution. I can- 
not vote to allow an agency of this 
government to commit an act that the 
president and the House leadership 
on both sides have previously agreed 
is illegal. There are lines that should 
not be crossed. 


Vigorously pushed by the spending hawks 
on Capitol Hill, this bloated guns-and- 
butter appropriations bill was both consti- 
tutionally and fiscally irresponsible, as it 
would further add to the nation’s staggering 
$18 trillion national debt. Brat’s nay vote 
was his first major fiscally responsible vote 


24 


and also marked his first vital stance on 


constitutional separation of powers, noting 
the illegality of Obama’s executive action. 

A year later, on December 18, 2015, 
Brat voted against the omnibus bill that 
would provide “discretionary” appropria- 
tions in fiscal 2016 to the tune of $1.15 
trillion, a five-percent increase from the 
previous year’s CRomnibus bill for fiscal 
2015. In a press release on the day of the 
vote, Brat said, “I opposed this massive 
2,009 page bill because it spends too much 
and lacks important provisions demanded 
by the American people.” He further elab- 
orated, “It spends $50 billion more in the 
annual budget than the caps would have 
allowed before they were raised earlier 
this year, and it increases the deficit even 
more with $57 billion of increased autopi- 
lot spending and targeted tax provisions.” 


MR WOMACK 


And like the previous year’s CRomni- 
bus for fiscal 2015, the omnibus for fis- 
cal 2016 does nothing to stop President 
Obama’s continued illegal executive 
order on amnesty. “It allows President 
Obama’s executive actions on amnesty. 
It even authorizes a massive increase 
in H-2B visas for low-skilled, non- 
agricultural workers to compete with 
Americans,” Brat explained. Summariz- 
ing what’s wrong with the omnibus, Brat 
rightly concluded, “This isn’t just clean- 
ing the barn. It’s a disaster. We’re break- 
ing our pledge to the American people 
on the budget caps, we’ ve lost fiscal dis- 
cipline, and we’re throwing it all on the 
next generation.” 

While the contents of the omnibus may 
have broken the pledge to the American 
people by many in Congress to cap the 
budget, Brat upheld his pledge by voting 
against it. Uncorrupted by lobbyists, Con- 
gressman Brat has maintained his fiscally 
responsible credentials. 


Challenging Crony Capitalism 

In addition to his congressional reputation 
for fiscal restraint, Congressman Brat has 
challenged the very “crony-capitalist men- 
tality” personified by his predecessor by 
taking on the Export-Import Bank. 
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Uncorrupted by Washington: Congressman Brat has maintained his fiscally responsible 


credentials by continually voting against bloated bipartisan budget bills. 
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Originally created under President 
Franklin Roosevelt’s New Deal initiative 
to subsidize U.S. exports during the Great 
Depression and World War II, the Ex-Im 
Bank has become the embodiment of cor- 
porate crony capitalism. 

The Ex-Im Bank receives its funds 
from the U.S. Treasury from money cre- 
ated out of thin air, which eventually 
results in increased taxes and inflation. 
After the Ex-Im Bank gets the funds, it 
loans them at lower-than-market-value 
rates with long-term deferred due dates 
to countries such as Russia, China, and 
Pakistan, which in turn use those funds 
to purchase goods from specific U.S. 
companies, such as Boeing. In fact, the 
bank is known as the Bank of Boeing 
because Boeing receives nearly 40 per- 
cent of the funds that the Ex-Im Bank 
discharges so that countries purchase its 
aircraft. 

If the loan’s recipient country be- 
comes delinquent or fails to pay the 
loan, then the U.S. taxpayer foots the 
bill entirely. Essentially, as former Con- 
gressman Ron Paul (R-Texas) put it in 
a newsletter he penned in 1980, “The 
Soviets get the goods. The big banks 
and companies get the profits. And the 
taxpayer gets the bill.” 

During former Congressman Eric 
Cantor’s tenure in office, Cantor voted 
in favor of the Ex-Im Bank in 2001, 
2002, and 2012. Fortunately, the new 
standard-bearer of Virginia’s Seventh 
Congressional District has prudently 
seen fit to chart a new course. On Octo- 
ber 27, 2015, Brat voted against the Ex- 
port-Import Bank Reform and Reautho- 
rization Act of 2015 (H.R. 597), which 
would reauthorize the Ex-Im Bank’s 
charter through fiscal 2019. 

Of the Ex-Im Bank, Brat said in a press 
release, “As an economist, I support free 
trade and equal protection under the law, 
but I oppose special privileges and Wash- 
ington picking winners and losers in the 
economy. Just as then-Senator Barack 
Obama said in 2008, the Export-Import 
Bank is little more than a fund for corpo- 
rate welfare.” 

Regarding the vote, which passed, 
Brat said, “Congress has shown that it 
cares more about special interests than 
Americans’ interests.” Brat concluded, 
emphasizing that it “is important that we 
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Wrong is wrong: Congressman Brat has voted to cut off any funds to implement President 
Obama’s unconstitutional executive order granting temporary amnesty to an estimated five 


million illegal immigrants in the United States. 


keep Ex-Im expired to show the Ameri- 
can people that we stand with them, not 
for cronyism.” 


Immigration 

Another issue of key importance to Con- 
gressman Brat has been immigration, spe- 
cifically President Obama’s unconstitu- 
tional executive actions to grant deferred 
action (i.e., temporary amnesty) for an es- 
timated four to five million illegal immi- 
grants in the United States. On December 
4, 2014, while in his first month in office, 
Brat voted for the Preventing Executive 
Overreach on Immigration Act of 2014 
(H.R. 5759), which was introduced by 
Congressman Ted Yoho (R-Fla.). This bill 
targeted the president’s illegal executive 
action on amnesty. It would, as we pre- 
viously reported in THE NEw AMERICAN’S 
“Freedom Index,” prohibit the executive 
branch of the federal government from: 


exempting or deferring, by executive 
order, regulation, or any other means, 
categories of aliens considered under 
the existing immigration laws to be 
unlawfully present in the United 
States from removal under such laws; 

treating such aliens as if they were 
lawfully present or had a lawful im- 
migration status; or 


treating such aliens other than as 
unauthorized aliens as defined in cur- 
rent immigration laws. 


Of his vote in favor of the constitutional 
restrictive measure, Brat tweeted, “Today 
I voted yes on HR 5759, but this is only 
a FIRST step. Congress must finish the 
job and actually defund Obama’s amnes- 
ty program.” Fortunately, Brat was soon 
given the opportunity to defund Obama’s 
executive amnesty. 

During consideration of the Department 
of Homeland Security Appropriations Act 
(H.R. 240), Congressman Robert Aderholt 
(R-Ala.) introduced an amendment that 
would defund and prevent any funds for 
implementing president’s illegal executive 
amnesty. Aderholt’s amendment would 
also prohibit illegal immigrants from re- 
ceiving any federal benefits. Brat voted for 
the amendment on January 14, 2015. 

In a guest article written by Brat and 
published in his local hometown Chester- 
field Observer newspaper, he wrote, “De- 
funding Mr. Obama’s illegal act is a stand 
on principle and an even greater stand on 
adhering to the Constitution.” Brat fur- 
ther stated, “Our Constitution, rule of law, 
and economic prosperity are precisely 
the things that we will be giving up if we 
allow the president to break our laws to 
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give amnesty and work permits to those 
who are here illegally.” 

In the same article, Brat went on to say 
that the “president’s amnesty is not only 
illegal, it is patently unconstitutional,” and 
further warned of the consequences of al- 
lowing the president to get away with it. 
“If Congress fails to stop his overreach, 
future presidents will continue to expand 
the power of the Executive Branch beyond 
its legal boundaries, threatening the very 
liberty of the American people,” Brat said. 


ObamaTrade 

Congressman Brat has stood up not only 
to the president’s amnesty agenda but 
also against ObamaTrade, specifically the 
Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP). Negoti- 
ated between the United States and 11 other 
Pacific Rim nations (Australia, Brunei, 
Canada, Chile, Japan, Malaysia, Mexico, 
New Zealand, Peru, Singapore, and Viet- 
nam), the TPP aims to establish the world’s 
largest trade zone, with the goal of further 
expanding into a larger regional economic 
union known as the Free Trade Area of the 
Asia Pacific (FTAAP), which would in- 
clude additional states such as Communist 
China. The TPP also mimicks the European 
Union with its call for establishing a gov- 
erning TPP Commission, akin to the gov- 
erning European Commission of the EU, 


to oversee the affairs of its member states. 

Skeptical about this anti-sovereignty 
“trade” scheme, Brat twice voted against 
granting the president Trade Promotion 
Authority (TPA), in May and June of 2015, 
to conclude the TPP agreement. In addition 
to empowering the executive branch, TPA 
also enables Congress to eventually “fast 
track” the TPP, meaning that when the trade 
agreement does come for a vote, debate 
will be limited, amendments or modifica- 
tions to the TPP will be prohibited, and only 
a simple majority (50 percent plus one of 
voting Congressmen) will be required the 
pass the agreement. 

On June 11, 2015, conservative talk-ra- 
dio host Glenn Beck interviewed Brat about 
his anti-TPA votes and his opposition to the 
TPP. Prior to the administration’s release of 
the text of the trade pact, Brat expressed his 
frustration: “You got to go into a security 
bunker to read the thing ... and I’ve done 
that.... When you come out, I’m not sup- 
posed to say what’s in it. And I’m called a 
representative of the people, and it’s hard to 
represent the people when the people don’t 
have views because they can’t read it.” 
When Beck asked him to elaborate what is 
wrong with the agreement, Brat responded: 


It’s a living document. The scariest 
part of it is that it creates this Trans- 


Pacific Partnership Commission. 
And that commission will likely 
have the authority to not only change 
its membership and the agreement 
itself, but to issue regulations relat- 
ing to immigration, environmental 
policy, currency policy, labor policy. 
It’s an open-ended commission. 


Regarding the TPP Commission’s power 
to “change its membership,” as Brat 
stated, he went on to note that “President 
Obama hinted that maybe China will 
enter this thing.” About China’s possible 
ascension to the TPP, Brat sarcastically 
said, “Well, that’s a little detail, right, I 
mean, whether China joins. Maybe that 
matters.” Later during the interview, Brat 
told Beck that the aspects of the agree- 
ment such as the powers of the TPP Com- 
mission should be debatable, and because 
of these concerns and more he voted 
against TPA and will vote nay on the TPP 
when it comes up for a vote. 

These primarily economic issues — 
the budget, fiscal restraint, cutting off 
the funding to the president’s unconsti- 
tutional executive amnesty, and trade — 
are only the tip of the iceberg on where 
Brat gets right what the establishment 
continuously gets wrong. Had it been 
the record of Congressman Eric Cantor 
or another one of his handpicked neo- 
conservative establishment GOP cronies 
that was examined in this article, the 
opposite would likely have been said. 
These were the main issues that Brat 
hit Cantor on when challenging his seat 
in the primary, and nearly a year and a 
half into his first term in office, Brat has 
distinguished himself by living up to his 
initial promises. Ml 


AP Images 


The TPP is not a solid contract: Strongly opposed to the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP), negotiated between President Obama and 11 other 
Pacific Rim nations, Brat warns that it is a “living document” and that it creates an “open-ended commission” with unprecedented authority. 
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New Film Exposes Climate Hustlers’ Lies and Agenda 


The new documentary film Climate Hustle by Climate Depot editor Marc Morano debunks 
global-warming alarmism, relying heavily on the words of the alarmists themselves. 


ARE THEY TRYING TO CONTROL 
THE CLIMATE ...OR YOU? 


IN SELECT CINEMAS NATIONWIDE 


MONDAY, MAY 2 ONLY 


Featuring a panel discussion with special quest Sarah Palin 


2008 Republican Vice Presidential Candidate, Governee of Alaska (2008-2009) 


} #CLIMATEHUSTLE 


by Alex Newman 


olar bears, move over. Another animal — the armadillo 
— is being exploited for propaganda purposes by climate- 
change alarmists, who claim that the strange-looking crea- 
ture is migrating northward because of global warming. Ironi- 
cally, the armadillo previously served as a prop for global-cooling 
alarmists back when government-funded “climate scientists” 
were sure that a deadly man-made ice age was just around the 
corner. At the time, it was claimed the armadillo was migrat- 
ing southward because of global cooling. The interesting fac- 
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toid about the armadillo, as well as the timely reminder of the 
global-cooling scare of a few decades ago, are just two of the 
many reasons why the new documentary film Climate Hustle 
by Climate Depot editor Marc Morano, which debunks the fake 
global-warming “consensus” as a giant fraud, should be consid- 
ered a must-see movie for all Americans. 

The film, which had its U.S. premier in some 400 theaters 
across America on May 2, has the anthropogenic (man-made) 
global-warming (AGW) theorists in panic mode. On alarmist 
websites, self-styled film critics and climate experts are attacking 
the movie, using every method they can think of — except using 
facts. In an interview with Morano (not in the film), Bill Nye, 
the self-styled “Science Guy,” or the “Pseudo-science Guy” as he 
is known to critics, belittled the film, accusing it of showcasing 
a “minority” point of view and of being “very much not in our 
national interest and the world’s interest.” Apparently, then, facts 
are not in the national or “global” interest, whatever that is. Nye 
also encouraged people to boycott the film. 

One group of alarmists set up a website solely to attack Mo- 
rano, the producers at CFACT (the Committee for a Constructive 
Tomorrow), and the film. As the saying goes, though, if you’re 
catching flak, it means you’re over the target — and Morano is 
catching plenty of it. 

The alarmist movement has good reason to be panicking. No 
intellectually honest person could watch the powerful, funny film 
and come away without realizing that the “science-is-settled” 
alarmist crowd is being deceitful, to put it mildly. The Climate 
Hustle movie is, in short, the perfect factual antidote to self- 
styled climate guru Al Gore’s factually challenged propaganda 
film An Inconvenient Truth. 


Its Contents 
The film should permanently lay to rest the hysteria being spewed 
by the Obama administration and the United Nations, both of which 
ludicrously refer to carbon dioxide (CO) — known as the “gas 
of life” — as “pollution” that requires global taxes, regulations, 
bureaucracies, and wealth redistribution. The film shows that CO, 
is, in fact, a wonderful gas that makes life on this planet possible, 
as every credible scientist knows. The CO >-as-pollution lie is, of 
course, a key part of the “Hustle.” After all, if politicians can make 
people believe the gas they exhale is “pollution,” there is literally 
nothing beyond the scope of government control, making the war on 
CO, an excellent vehicle to advance a broader totalitarian agenda. 
Multiple experts in the film make Morano’s point. “CO, is not 
the villain that it has been portrayed,” said Dr. Robert Giegen- 
gack, former chair of the Department of Earth and Environmental 
Science at the University of Pennsylvania. Award-winning Princ- 
eton University physicist Dr. Will Happer, meanwhile, pointed 
out that present CO, concentrations of less than 400 parts per 
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Award-winning Princeton University physicist Dr. Will 
Happer, meanwhile, pointed out that present COs 
concentrations of less than 400 parts per million pale 
in comparison with past levels. “We're really in a COs 
famine now,” explained Dr. Happer, who also served 
as the former director of energy research at the 


Department of Energy. 


million pale in comparison with past lev- 
els. “We’re really in a CO, famine now,” 
explained Dr. Happer, who also served as 
the former director of energy research at 
the Department of Energy. “Most of the 
time it’s at least 1,000 ppm, and it’s been 
quite higher than that. The Earth was just 
fine in those times.” 

The full title of the film, Climate Hustle: 
Are They Trying to Control the Climate ... 
or You?, offers a good sneak preview of 
what viewers can expect. After watching 
the hilarious yet fact-filled film, and lis- 
tening to the impressive lineup of experts 
featured within it, the answer to the ques- 
tion in the title will become clear. In fact, 
as the movie documents clearly, the agenda 
has always been about controlling you, not 
the climate. With a strong dose of humor 
and just the right amount of ridicule, not to 
mention a strong dose of previously care- 
fully concealed history, balanced with com- 
ments from alarmists themselves, viewers 
will finally get the “other side” of the story 
— the side that the “there-is-no-debate” 
cabal hopes to hide from the public. And 
after watching the film, it will be clear who 
has been telling the truth, and who has been 
deliberately misleading the public with 
false claims about “97 percent consensus” 
and other lies. 

Indeed, the film masterfully debunks 
all the key claims of the “climate cult,” 
as some climate experts now refer to 
the alarmist movement, like no other re- 
source produced thus far. It does so with 
fun, humor, and style. And while Morano 
obviously did not have a budget equal 
to Gore’s movie, some climate research- 
ers have said that was part of the film’s 
charm. Well-known political analysts are 
even predicting that the film could turn 
the tables on the global-warming theorists 
who, despite Nye’s claims about skeptics 
being in the “minority,” actually represent 
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just 40 percent of Americans, according to 
a Pew survey. More importantly, though, 
the film brings out the facts that have been 
missing from the “debate,” and it brings 
into focus the actual science that the estab- 
lishment and its media organs have tried 
so desperately to conceal from the public. 
The truth can stand on its own. 

Among the film’s most important con- 
tributions to the climate debate: Morano 
allows alarmists to speak for themselves 
throughout the documentary. Climate 
Hustle is packed with clips and interviews 
of alarmist politicians, “experts,” celebri- 
ties, and scientists talking about alleged 
man-made global cooling, warming, cli- 
mate change, and so on, as well as the 
supposed urgency of doing “something” 
about it, and much more. The clips of the 
alarmists demonstrate how out of touch 
and extreme many of them are. Some of 
the supposed effects of alleged man-made 
global warming — everything from se- 


vere weather events to increased prostitu- 
tion, rape, car theft, airplane turbulence, 
barroom brawls, and even the extinction 
of coffee — will likely strike most view- 
ers as ludicrous or bizarre. The humor 
throughout the film keeps the film from 
being stodgy and preachy, making it easy 
to watch for people of all (or no) political 
persuasions. As well, in using alarmists’ 
own claims, Morano also catches some 
top climate alarmists involved in blatant, 
demonstrable deception. Oops! 

The film not only rebuts the alarmists’ 
main talking points and evidence, it shows 
that the global-warming industry has a ter- 
rible track record. Ranging from its failed 
predictions of a new man-made “Ice Age” 
a few decades ago, to more recent pro- 
nouncements that ended up being proved 
equally wrong, the documentary exposes 
alarmists’ failed prognostications. For 
instance, alarmists and the UN predicted 
less snow and less cold, yet record snow 
and cold arrived. When the cold and snow 
came despite their prophecies, alarmists, 
including Obama’s Science Czar John 
Holdren, a former global-cooling alarmist 
and proponent of a “planetary regime” and 
coercive abortion/sterilization, insisted 
that the record snow and cold were caused 
by global warming. Seriously. 

Morano covers a wide range of failed 
predictions, and the changes in alarmist 
terminology used to fit dire climate claims 
into a popular narrative: global cooling, 


A friendly chat? Climate Hustle’s Marc Morano (right) talks with Bill Nye the “Science Guy” about 
the movie, which Nye described as “very much not in our national interest and the world’s interest.” 
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Lights out: One of the humorous scenes from the movie depicts the future “Energy Police 
showing up to enforce draconian global warming-inspired regulations. 


global warming, climate change, global 
climate disruption, global weirding, and 
so on. By changing the verbiage, the film 
shows, alarmists could always blame heat, 
cold, snow, drought, rain, floods, tornado, 
hurricane, storms, no storms, etc., on hu- 
mans and their evil (though practically in- 
significant) CO, emissions. 

The film also features a great deal of 
commentary from scientists who recognize 
that the observable evidence — such as the 
nearly 19-year (and counting) pause in glob- 
al warming, which has exposed every single 
climate model used by the UN as wildly in- 
accurate — isn’t on the alarmists’ side. The 
interviewees include prominent and widely 
respected “deniers” of anthropogenic global 
warming, or AGW, and those who are mere 
skeptics of the theory, who warn against the 
fanatical zeal of the climate cult and the lack 
of current understanding when it comes to 
the unfathomably complex climate system. 
In fact, many of the scientists in the film 
exposing the AGW scam are proud politi- 
cal leftists. 

Among the scientists pouring ice on 
the warming alarmism are the aforemen- 
tioned Dr. Giegengack; award-winning 
climatologist Dr. Judith Curry, who 
chaired the School of Earth & Atmo- 
spheric Sciences at Georgia Institute of 
Technology; Climate Statistics Professor 
Dr. Caleb Rossiter of American Universi- 
ty; Climatologist Dr. Roy Spencer, a for- 
mer senior NASA climate scientist who 
now leads a climate research group at the 
University of Alabama in Huntsville; and 
many, many more. 
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Some of the experts are frankly criti- 
cal of the almost unbridled fervor of those 
in the climate-control regime, comparing 
the current government-funded climate 
hysteria to the hysteria surrounding the 
witchcraft trials of centuries ago and the 
Aztec blood sacrifices to end drought. The 
comparisons may seem trite, but if the cur- 
rent climate alarmists have their way, as 
noted by more than a few experts, includ- 
ing some in the film, millions of innocent 
people will be condemned to energy fam- 
ine and thus perpetual poverty by “climate 
action,” and would almost certainly end up 
as modern-day human sacrifices to the cli- 
mate gods. That is one of the reasons why 
Dr. Spencer started referring to vicious 
alarmists as “global-warming Nazis.” 

Many climate scientists and experts (in- 
cluding the former head of the UN Inter- 
governmental Panel on Climate Change 
Rajendra Pachauri) say outright that the 
warmist movement is literally a religion — 
albeit a deceptive and dangerous one. 

The film, though funny, highlights 
many serious issues, including the trou- 
bling development of increasingly to- 
talitarian attacks by alarmists against 
those who disagree with the AGW the- 
ory. From calling for energy producers 
to be put on trial for “Crimes Against 
Humanity” to demanding that skeptics 
be re-educated, imprisoned, and even 
executed, the film shows that the impli- 
cations could be frightening. Since the 
film was first released, state prosecutors 
have even launched an attack on the First 
Amendment-protected rights of climate 


skeptics, with leftist attorneys general 
threatening to prosecute people and or- 
ganizations for various alleged “crimes” 
yet to be uncovered. 

As the film shows, the policies being 
advanced by the alarmist movement rep- 
resent a frontal assault on liberty, pros- 
perity, national sovereignty, the poor, and 
common sense — all to be fully achieved 
through a system of global governance 
endowed with such power from the top 
down that it will be able to control indi- 
viduals’ carbon-dioxide emissions, and 
control everything else any person does. 

As Morano explained throughout the 
film and in an interview with THE NEw 
AMERICAN at the red-carpet premiere of 
the film in Paris, under the UN “climate” 
vision, the masses will be “controlled by 
a small governing elite, which they call 
global governance, telling them how to 
live their lives.” Whether alarmists ac- 
knowledge this truth or not, all of the plans 
that are in place to control CO, lead to this 
end. “The United Nations is essentially tak- 
ing away free choices of sovereign states,” 
Morano said, and is literally plotting to 
empower this small elite as the ruling class 
over humanity, at humanity’s expense, all 
under the supposed guise of battling CO, 
and controlling the Earth’s temperature. 

Morano continued, saying that inter- 
national wealth redistribution to govern- 
ments ruling poorer nations is the key to 
getting those governments to sell out their 
people. From central planning to energy 
restrictions, the plan is for unelected and 
unaccountable forces to govern humanity. 
Morano also said that the U.S. Republican 
Party needed to get serious about opposing 
the major policy implications of the agen- 
da, rather than just noting that the “sci- 
ence” behind AGW hysteria is fraudulent. 

However, Morano remained upbeat. 
“The Emperor has no clothes,” he said, 
grinning, adding that the film would help 
wake people up to that fact. 


The Critics 

Predictably, the warmists were fuming 
about Morano’s documentary, even before 
they had an opportunity to see it. And Nye, 
the TV “scientist,” was hardly alone. For 
instance, a website set up to attack the film, 
dubbed “Climate Hustler,” accused Morano 
of being an alleged hustler himself, and the 
film of being “propaganda.” Apparently 
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the fact that Morano had once worked as 
a salesman counted against him (though Al 
Gore having been a politician doesn’t seem 
to work against him), as did working with 
Senator James Inhofe (R-Okla.), the chair- 
man of the Senate Environment Committee 
who called the AGW theory the “greatest 
hoax ever perpetrated on the American 
people.” The site, which recently attacked 
this magazine and its parent organization 
for allegedly being “‘a radicalist free market 
organization,” claimed that the film “is a 
snake oil salesman’s latest attempt to con- 
fuse the public about the urgent need for 
political action to address the global warm- 
ing crisis driven by burning fossil fuels.” 
The site also disparaged the skeptical 
scientists featured in the film, claiming 
they are not part of the “respected” and 
“mainstream” “climate science commu- 
nity,” saying they either are “washed-up 
scientists with no expertise in climate sci- 
ence,” or have “a biased view based on 
ideological or industry-funded bias.” In 
other words, “Nothing to see here, folks, 
move along, ignore the nearly 20 years 
with no warming elephant in the room, 
and remain alarmed over imminent cli- 
mate apocalypse so you can be taxed and 
regulated by the UN to save the climate.” 
While alarmists try to either ignore the 
film or ridicule it, it appears that it will 
have a major impact, and that its influ- 
ence is only going to grow as more people 
around the world watch it. In Paris, the 
film was shown to an enthusiastic, full 
crowd of cheering attendees, garnering 
headlines and airtime across numerous 
media outlets around the world. More re- 
cently, in mid-April, the film was shown 
in the U.S. House Science, Space, and 
Technology Committee hearing room. “It 
is my hope that films like Climate Hustle 
can help unmask some of the bias and give 
the American people the facts,” said Com- 
mittee Chairman Lamar Smith (R-Texas). 
The April showing also featured a pre- 
film panel discussion that included former 
Governor Sarah Palin and University of 
Delaware climatologist Dr. David Legates. 
That discussion re-aired at the May 2 show- 
ings. “The science community needs to be- 
come less political. Otherwise, it leads us to 
believe that so many things that [are] com- 
ing from scientists could be bogus,” Palin 
said. “If this is bogus, what else are they 
trying to tell us, trying to control us around, 
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if they can’t do this one right?” Hundreds of 
media outlets covered the event, including 
the establishment press. 

And Weather Channel founder John 
Coleman provided a celebrity introduc- 
tion to the film during its one-night spe- 
cial showing in theaters nationwide. “The 
hard cold truth is that the basic theory has 
failed,” Coleman said. “Many notable sci- 
entists reject man-made global warming 
fears. And several of them, including a 
Nobel Prize winner, are in the new Cli- 
mate Hustle movie. The film is an infor- 
mative and even humorous new feature- 
length movie that is the ultimate answer to 
Al Gore’s An Inconvenient Truth.” 

If there can be any criticism of the film, it 
might be that the movie treats AGW alarm- 
ism as a sort of isolated phenomenon, a 
giant but unique scam gone wild, rather 
than putting it into proper context. The fact 
is that, as this magazine has documented 
extensively, the AGW hustle is merely one 
component of a concerted and dangerous 
global effort to shackle all of humanity via 
global governance under the guise of sav- 
ing it. However, if and when Americans 
and humanity discover what a monumental 
con job has been perpetrated in the form of 
alleged concern over the “climate” — and 
Morano’s film may be just the tool required 
to make that happen — they may well con- 
nect the dots themselves. 


Seize the opportunity. If you did not 
catch the May 2 U.S. and Canada premier, 
be sure to watch Climate Hustle when you 
can. It should be released on Blue-Ray and 
DVD in the coming months, though no 
date has yet been set. Then, share it with 
others. It may be among the best resourc- 
es available at this point to educate any 
remaining global-warming alarmists you 
may know, particularly those who got their 
inaccurate beliefs on climate from error- 
riddled propaganda films such as Gore’s 
discredited “documentary.” And with the 
UN and the Obama administration hoping 
to impose their radical “climate” regime, 
the film could not have come at a more 
opportune time. 

In short, Morano’s film is, and will con- 
tinue to be, an excellent tool — a weapon 
of truth — in the war against establish- 
ment lies. And once the full extent of the 
establishment’s “climate hustle” is un- 
derstood by a critical mass of the public 
in the United States and worldwide, the 
AGW theory-pushing establishment and 
its media organs may find themselves so 
thoroughly discredited in the public mind 
that the damage will be impossible to 
repair for years or even decades. At that 
point, their whole house of cards could 
come crumbling down around them, mak- 
ing future political and scientific decep- 
tion much more difficult. Hl 
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Meeting of the minds: Marc Morano (left), who hosts and narrates the film exposing global- 
warming alarmism, stands on the set of Climate Hustle. 
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What Is Freedom? 


Everyone wants freedom, but what is the 
proper meaning of freedom? Does it con- 
sist in being able to do anything we want? 
Or, as some believe, is it doing whatever 
we want, as long as no one else is harmed? 

In its broadest possible sense, the word 
“freedom” denotes an action or state free 
from external restraint or compulsion. In 
this sense alone is there any similarity be- 
tween liberty and libertinism, between am- 
bition and lust. The fact that we associate 
these two very different types of behavior 
is mostly by linguistic accident — but it 
is an accident that has been the source of 
many grievous misunderstandings; a lot of 
conduct that we carelessly call “freedom” 
is in fact nothing of the kind. 

In fairly recent history, America was 
convulsed by a social, political, and moral 
revolution that, during the 60s and ’70s, 
managed to overthrow most of the long- 
established norms of a moral code rooted 
in Judeo-Christian religion. During that 
time period, pre-marital and extra-marital 
sexual activity became widely accepted, 
along with the recreational use of drugs 
and the production and consumption of 
pornographic magazines and movies. Abor- 
tion on demand was decreed by an activist 
Supreme Court. In our own time, that same 
counterculture now seeks to normalize and 
validate sexual perversion, including same- 
sex “marriage” and transgender “rights.” 
And all of these products of the counter- 
culture, then and now, have been promoted 
as “freedoms” and “individual rights.” 

How do such so-called freedoms differ in 
essence from, for example, citizens owning 
or carrying firearms for self-defense, or car- 
rying out enterprises freely in a free market 
economy, or following a religion of their 
choosing, or freely expressing their opin- 
ions without fear of censorship or impris- 
onment? Surely we would all acknowledge 
these, and many other similar activities, as 
behaviors typical of a free people. Most of 
us would also regard these as “good” exer- 
cises of personal freedom, while consider- 
ing drug abuse or sexual promiscuity “bad.” 

But, claim the defenders of the latter 
activities, freedom is an absolute. It can- 
not be held to moral standards, since that 
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would lead to favoring one set of religious 
or moral values over another. 

In the real world, there is no such thing 
as conduct without a moral dimension. This 
is the reason that people always condemn 
and seek to limit moral choices that do not 
square with their own beliefs. For just as 
the devout Christian will be inclined to 
condemn, outlaw, and otherwise disincen- 
tivize sexual misconduct, so too will the 
atheists and otherwise irreligious among 
us consistently take offense at what have 
been termed “family values,” and labor 
ceaselessly to legislate them into oblivion. 
In general, it is the same people who urge 
upon us laws promoting homosexuality and 
abortion who are eager to strip Americans 
of freedoms such as the right to keep and 
bear arms and the right to express opin- 
ions without being attacked by the zealots 
of political correctness — all while trying 
to force people with religious scruples to 
support homosexual causes and so-called 
abortion rights. The notion that freedom is 
morally blind is an obvious fiction. 

There are thus two different types of 
freedom: genuine freedom, which requires 
internal restraint and accepts moral respon- 
sibility, and counterfeit freedom, which 
does neither. To the former class belong 
all those activities that stem from our natu- 
ral or God-given rights; these are genuine 
freedoms, because they always come with 
moral responsibility. The right to keep and 
bear arms, for example, presupposes the 
self-restraint in their use. Society would 
quickly fall apart if gun owners did, in fact, 
behave as they are so often caricatured in 
the hostile press, shooting and killing one 
another for trivial or non-existent causes. 
The right to engage in free enterprise entails 
the responsibility to refrain from fraud — 
to honor contracts, pay debts, tell the truth 
about what we are selling, and so forth. 
Such activities all require self-restraint; 
who has not been tempted, on occasion, to 
take something that is not his, or inflict vio- 
lence on someone who has insulted him? 

Such freedoms come not only with moral 
responsibilities, but also with consequences. 
The gun owner who, in a fit of anger shoots 
his neighbor with whom he has had an argu- 
ment over the length of the hedge, will be 
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punished. The successful entrepreneur who 
defrauds investors will be sent to prison. 

By contrast, the essence of libertinism 
or counterfeit freedom is the repudiation of 
internal restraint coupled with the evasion 
of moral responsibility and consequences. 
In “sowing his wild oats,” the Casanova 
is committing profoundly antisocial acts 
(whose consequences may include chil- 
dren out of wedlock, broken marriages, 
and terrible emotional damage on his so- 
called conquests), for which he wishes to 
evade all responsibility. This is why the 
sexually promiscuous seek to overturn 
laws against adultery, abortion, pornog- 
raphy, and other activities associated with 
sexual misconduct. Such counterfeit free- 
doms only benefit those who foolishly ex- 
pect to live free of moral restraint. 

As Northrop Frye pithily pointed out, 
“Freedom is not doing what you want, it is 
wanting to do what you have to do.” 

The difference between genuine and 
counterfeit freedom is of enormous conse- 
quence, because the latter kind is the enemy 
of the former. The very essence of free so- 
ciety is voluntary moral restraint; take this 
away, and society will cease to function — 
unless external compulsion (1.e., govern- 
ment) is substituted for it. As British states- 
man Edmund Burke famously observed: 


Society cannot exist, unless a con- 
trolling power upon will and appetite 
be placed somewhere; and the less of 
it there is within, the more there must 
be without. It is ordained in the eter- 
nal constitution of things, that men 
of intemperate minds cannot be free. 
Their passions forge their fetters. 


This, then, is genuine freedom: the exer- 
cise of our God-given rights, coupled with 
the self-restraint to refrain from abusing 
them, and the willingness to accept the 
consequences for their abuse. It is upon 
freedoms such as these that political lib- 
erty depends. The counterfeit freedoms 
enjoined on us by the leftist countercul- 
ture, by contrast, if left unchallenged, will 
soon destroy our society and our liberty 
along with it. 

— CHARLES SCALIGER 
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Happy Birthday, Toxey! 


Arkansas State troopers helped salvage a 
10-year-old’s birthday after none of the 
boy’s classmates showed up to his birth- 
day party. The troopers arrived with pres- 
ents and cake and kept the little boy enter- 
tained for hours. 

Toxey Andrews of Hot Springs Village, 
Arkansas, was turning 10 years old and 
invited his entire class of 21 students to 
his birthday party. But on April 2, the day 
of his party, no one showed up, compel- 
ling his mother, Angela Andrews, to post 
on Facebook, pleading with parents not to 
ignore birthday party invitations. 

“On Saturday night, I knew no one 
was coming, and I posted on Facebook 
just kind of like an outcry to parents. Just 
please if your kids get invited to birthdays 
take them,” Andrews said. 

Andrews said that she was “heartbro- 
ken” for her son. “It’s the last thing you 
want to feel for your kid, that no one cared 
enough to come,” she said. 

One particular Facebook user saw the 
post and mentioned to the state troopers 
what had happened, and two days later, 
they surprised Toxey at his home. 

THV11 reported that a line of troopers 
stood on Toxey’s doorstep ready to party. 
They brought a birthday cake and several 
gifts, and stayed to play a game of basket- 
ball and show Toxey their patrol vehicles. 

“They showed me all the keys to do the 
sirens and the horn. I also got to see the 
cage with the dog in it,” Toxey said. 

The gifts ranged from a Razor scooter 
to video games. 

“They had come to give me all that stuff 
and make up their own birthday party for 
me,” said Toxey. 

Toxey was so touched by the troopers’ 
actions that he said he hopes to be an Ar- 
kansas State trooper one day. 


Sports Accessible to All 


A couple in Richmond, Virginia, wanted 
to keep at-risk children out of trouble by 
starting a baseball program, and the non- 
profit group Leveling the Playing Field 
made it all possible. 

Kelvin Giles and his wife, Tondrea, rec- 
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ognized the impact that sports could have 
on at-risk children and decided to start a 
baseball program in their community. Un- 
fortunately, they realized, the children did 
not have any of the equipment necessary 
to play baseball, such as bats, gloves, or 
baseballs. The couple did not have the fi- 
nancial means to take the kids to a store to 
purchase the equipment, so they rented a 
vehicle to drive two hours to a warehouse 
in Silver Spring, Maryland, that collects 
used equipment. 

The warehouse is owned by Leveling 
the Playing Field, a nonprofit organiza- 
tion that collects pre-owned equipment 
and houses it for those who require sports 
equipment but cannot afford to buy it. 

The Washington Post reported that Lev- 
eling the Playing Field was launched in 
2013 by Max Levitt of Bethesda, Maryland. 

Levitt states that he was inspired to start 
the nonprofit because of his experience as 
an equipment manager for his football team 
at Syracuse University. Levitt explains that 
each season, managers were asked to get 
rid of the “old” equipment, which was used 
but still mostly in good condition. 

“We threw it all in the dumpster,” Levitt 
said. “It was crazy.” 

When Levitt began working for the 
Montgomery County recreation depart- 
ment, he also observed that people would 
often discard sports equipment that was 
still in good condition. 

He decided to do something about it. 

Levitt first began collecting equipment 
at his parents’ home, and word quickly 
spread. The retail company Under Armour 
learned of his efforts and sent a truck to 
haul the equipment, which amounted to 
seven pallets, when he needed to move his 
growing operation to a warehouse. 

With corporate donors and relationships 
with major companies such as Under Ar- 
mour, Morgan Stanley, and Whole Foods, 
the nonprofit has donated over $1.4 mil- 
lion worth of equipment to 250 programs 
in the region, wrote the Washington Post. 

Leveling the Playing Field allowed the 
Gileses to move forward with their base- 
ball program. Last month, the organization 
donated uniforms, bats, gloves, balls, and 
jump ropes to the baseball program. 


Kelvin recalled how he felt when he 
walked into the warehouse and saw just 
how much equipment it held: “In my mind 
I’m saying, ‘God, you are faithful.’” 


Farm Program 


Mark and Jill Baker have been running 
Bakers Green Acres farm in Marion, 
Michigan, since Mark left the Air Force 
in 2004. The Bakers have always made a 
point of employing military veterans on 
their farm, but at the start of 2016, they 
decided to establish a formal program for 
returning veterans that would teach them 
farming techniques. 

Mark believes that his program can help 
returning veterans have a new lease on life 
and help make their transition from mili- 
tary to civilian life easier. “It is the duty of 
non-commissioned officers like me to help 
the young people who have a hard time 
returning from war,” Mark explained. “A 
lot of them have injuries that will prevent 
them from being in the workforce, or have 
difficulties transitioning from the harsh re- 
alities of war to civilian life. This is just 
one way I can help.” 

For the program, the Bakers have 
opened a dormitory on their property to 
house the farmers-in-training. Addition- 
ally, they extended the program’s servic- 
es to include providing consultations for 
veterans elsewhere who are interested in 
opening their own farms. In many cases, 
the consultation also includes donating 
equipment and livestock to the aspiring 
farmers. 

The Bakers are funding this program 
themselves, through the income they re- 
ceive from the farm and through Mark’s 
military pension, but have also received 
equipment from generous donors. In an ef- 
fort to expand the program and assist more 
veterans, the Bakers are asking for addi- 
tional donations and have placed a link on 
their website where interested donors can 
offer financial contributions. 

But Mark told THE NEw AMERICAN that 
even without financial donations, the farm 
will continue the program. “We have to 
look out for each other,” Baker said. 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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t Against the Grain 


When Franklin Delano Roosevelt tried to artificially increase 
crop and meat prices by limiting their production, Roscoe 
Filburn fought back, to continue making his own choices. 


by Michael Tennant 


my life,” Ohio farmer Roscoe Fil- 
burn once proudly declared. 

That turned out to be not quite true. 
Thanks to President Franklin D. Roos- 
evelt’s New Deal, Filburn in 1941 found 
himself involuntarily working for Uncle 
Sam, who dictated how many acres of 
wheat he could plant and fined him for 
growing too much and using the excess 
to feed his family and animals, claiming 
the power to do so under the Constitu- 
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tion’s Commerce Clause. Filburn refused 
to pay, but the Supreme Court, in the 
case of Wickard v. Filburn, held that the 
Roosevelt administration’s policy and the 
law undergirding it were perfectly consti- 
tutional, paving the way for unbridled fed- 
eral intervention in the name of regulating 
interstate commerce. 

Roscoe Curtiss Filburn was born Au- 
gust 2, 1902, in his parents’ brick farm- 
house near Dayton, Ohio. His great- 
grandfather, Johann Peter Fillbrunn, 
immigrated to the United States from 
Germany in 1818, the first member of the 


Fillbrunn family to do so. The Fillbrunns 
had an apparent fondness for changing 
their names: Johann Peter Fillbrunn be- 
came Peter Fillbrun upon his arrival in 
America, and later dropped yet another 
consonant in his surname. Roscoe, hav- 
ing inherited the last name of Filbrun, 
would find it misspelled as Filburn on 
his famous lawsuit and eventually have 
it legally changed to match. 

Having grown up on a farm, Filburn 
carried on the family tradition as a beef 
and dairy farmer, though he also planted 
winter wheat, some of which he used on 
the farm and some of which he sold. This 
sideline would bring him into conflict 
with the federal government. 


Losing the Farm to Uncle Sam 
American farmers had been riding high 
prior to World War I, but the war and 
its aftermath, coupled with trade barri- 
ers erected by both the United States and 
many European countries, devastated the 
market for U.S. agricultural products. The 
Depression only made matters worse. 

In a research paper on Wickard, Jim 
Chen, dean and professor of law at the 
University of Louisville Law School, 
wrote: 


The 1932 presidential campaign thus 
coincided with an important moment 
in American agricultural history: 
North and South at last were united 
in mutual misery. Foreclosure auc- 
tions transferred one-quarter of the 
land in Mississippi on a single day 
in April 1932. The Farmers’ Holiday 
Association conducted violent dem- 
onstrations throughout the Midwest. 
Agricultural relief became a central 
plank of Franklin D. Roosevelt’s 
presidential campaign. 


With typical disregard for both sound eco- 
nomics and the Constitution he had sworn 
to uphold, FDR decided that the way to 
rescue farmers was to increase the prices 
of their products by federal edict. That 
doing so would at the same time harm the 
millions of non-farmers trying desperate- 
ly to feed their families evidently did not 
cross Roosevelt’s mind. 

The administration’s primary means of 
driving up prices was to restrict the sup- 
ply of farm products. The Agricultural 
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Adjustment Act of 1933 taxed 
food processors in order to 
pay farmers to reduce their 
production of certain com- 
modities. It also authorized 
the secretary of agriculture, 
then Henry Wallace, to force 
food processors to curb their 
output. The result was a mas- 
sive destruction of crops and 
livestock. 

“We had men burning oats 
when we were importing oats 
from abroad on a huge scale, 
killing pigs while increasing 
our imports of lard, cutting 
corn production and import- 
ing 30 million bushels of corn 
from abroad,” John T. Flynn 
recounted in The Roosevelt 
Myth. 

“Curiously enough,” Flynn 
observed, “while Wallace was 
paying out hundreds of mil- 
lions to kill millions of hogs, 
burn oats, plow under cotton, 
the Department of Agriculture 
issued a bulletin telling the 
nation that the great problem 
of our time was our failure to 
produce enough food to pro- 
vide the people with a mere 
subsistence diet.” (Emphasis in original.) 

The Supreme Court ruled the act un- 
constitutional in 1936, finding that the tax 
on food processors fell outside the federal 
government’s enumerated powers, par- 
ticularly to the extent that it tried “to regu- 
late and control agricultural production,” 
heretofore considered a state function. 
This was in keeping with a long history 
of Commerce Clause jurisprudence hold- 
ing that only exchange, not production, 
constituted commerce, and Congress was 
only authorized to “regulate commerce ... 
among the several states.” 

Moreover, as Pepperdine University 
economics professor Gary Galles dem- 
onstrated in a Ludwig von Mises Insti- 
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Wheat sense: W 
Filburn’s 1941 wheat crop, Filburn “went on with his work, ignoring the 
government’s intrusion into his private business and free enterprise,” 

according to a family history. 


tute piece, “Until 1887, the Commerce 
Clause was solely invoked to overturn 
state restrictions on interstate commerce,” 
exactly as the Founders, as evidenced by 
their writings, intended. To take just one 
example, James Madison, the “Father of 
the Constitution,” stated: “It is very certain 
that [the Commerce Clause] grew out of 
the abuse of the power by the importing 
states in taxing the non-importing, and 
was intended as a negative and preven- 
tive provision against injustice among the 
states themselves, rather than as a power 
to be used for the positive purposes of the 
general government, in which alone, how- 
ever, the remedial power could be lodged.” 

By 1937, “Commerce Clause jurispru- 


FDR decided that the way to rescue farmers was to increase the 
prices of their products by federal edict. That doing so would at the 


same time harm the millions of non-farmers trying desperately to 
feed their families evidently did not cross Roosevelt's mind. 
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dence ... was evolving rapid- 
ly in favor of expanded fed- 
eral authority,” wrote Chen. 
In an apparent response 
to FDR’s “court-packing” 
scheme, a failed attempt to 
expand the number of jus- 
tices on the court to make that 
body more favorable to his 
policies, the Supreme Court 
suddenly began reversing 
itself on the constitutional- 
ity of many New Deal mea- 
sures. “This constitutional 
shift,” Chen pointed out, “re- 
vitalized the New Deal’s ag- 
ricultural agenda.” Congress 
passed a series of laws that 
reinstated the ones the court 
had struck down, including 
a new Agricultural Adjust- 
ment Act in 1938, and these 
“all withstood constitutional 
challenges,” added Chen. 
Having already gotten into 
the business of subsidizing 
and making loans for crops, 
the federal government now 
possessed nearly complete 
control of U.S. agriculture. 


Roscoe's Rebellion 

Not all farmers were ready to cede their in- 
dependence, Roscoe Filburn among them. 
Pursuant to the 1938 act, Secretary of Ag- 
riculture Claude Wickard in 1940 imposed 
an acreage quota on all wheat farmers in 
an effort to prevent what he considered to 
be overproduction. Filburn was ordered to 
plant no more than 11.1 acres of wheat at 
a yield of 20.1 bushels per acre or pay a 
penalty of 15 cents per bushel of excess 
wheat, including wheat “dispose[d] of by 
feeding to poultry and livestock as well as 
by selling.” The farmer, under the mistak- 
en belief that an American could still do 
as he pleased with his own property, pro- 
ceeded that fall to plant more than double 
his allotment, from which he harvested 
239 bushels of wheat over his quota the 
following July. He stored the excess wheat 
for use on his farm. 

Under the initial order from Wickard, 
Filburn would have been liable for $35.85 
in penalties ($578.26 in 2016 dollars). 
But on May 19, 1941, in a radio address 
to farmers, Wickard proposed a new mar- 
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keting quota for that year’s wheat har- 
vest, urging farmers, who had to approve 
it by a two-thirds vote, to do so under the 
threat of “no quotas, no loans.” He also 
informed farmers of a bill before Con- 
gress to increase the value of federal crop 
loans. “He did not mention, however, that 
a pending amendment to the Agricultural 
Adjustment Act would increase the pen- 
alty on excess wheat from 15 cents per 
bushel to 49 cents ... and would subject 
a violating farm’s crop to a lien in favor 
of the United States,” chronicled Chen. 

The amendment passed Congress on 
May 26. The Agriculture Department 
conducted the marketing-order referen- 
dum just five days later; it passed over- 
whelmingly. Although Ohio farmers had 
voted it down, they were nonetheless 
subjected to it, and so Filburn’s fine in- 
creased to $117.11 ($1,888.98 in 2016), 
the government imposed a lien against 
his entire wheat crop, and his marketing 
card — another New Deal “innovation” 
requiring a farmer to get the govern- 
ment’s permission to sell his crops — was 
withheld until he paid up. 

Filburn, then still known as Filbrun, 
refused and “joined with 35 or 40 other 
farmers, who hired an attorney to start 
proceedings in a suit against the govern- 
ment’s policy,” according to a family his- 
tory. “The attorney needed one farmer’s 
name in which to place the suit. Roscoe’s 
situation fit the case best and so his name 
(misspelled as Filburn) was chosen.” 

The case, Filburn v. Helke, was heard 
by a three-judge panel of the U.S. Dis- 
trict Court for the Southern District of 
Ohio. Carl Helke, Montgomery County 
Agricultural Adjustment Administration 
chairman, and Wickard were named as 
defendants. According to a March 1942 
Associated Press report, the suit “was the 
first of its kind in the nation.” 

The court ruled in favor of Filburn. 
Although the farmer had challenged the 
Agricultural Adjustment Act’s penalties 
on Commerce Clause grounds, argu- 
ing that using his own wheat to feed his 
family and livestock did not constitute 
commerce, the majority opinion focused 
its energies on Wickard’s radio address, 
with its convenient omission of facts 
that might have turned farmers against 
the referendum, along with the timing of 
the amendment’s passage and the refer- 
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endum. The court declared the amend- 
ment invalid insofar as it retroactively 
increased the penalty for excess wheat 
and subjected the entire crop to a lien, 
which “amounts to a taking of plaintiff’s 
property without due process.” The Com- 
merce Clause did not merit a single men- 
tion in the opinion. 


Clause for Alarm 


This was to change drastically when 
Wickard appealed to the Supreme Court. 
Indeed, the court made it clear early on 
that the entire case hinged on the extent 
of Congress’ power to regulate interstate 
commerce, ordering reargument on this 
question alone. Wickard, naturally, argued 
that the government could regulate even 
crops consumed on the farm “‘as a means 
of regulating the amount of wheat mar- 
keted and the interstate price structure.” 
Filburn presciently countered that the 
government’s reading of the Commerce 
Clause “would not only effectually ap- 
proach a centralized government but could 
eventually lead to absolutism by succes- 
sive nullifications of all Constitutional 
limitations.” 

Since the court had already given its im- 
primatur to both marketing quotas (Mul- 
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ford v. Smith [1939]) and outright govern- 
ment price-fixing (United States v. Darby 
[1941]), it should hardly have come as a 
shock when it unanimously overturned the 
district court’s decision. 

Farmers, the court noted, were informed 
of their quotas in advance and had ample 
opportunity either to abide by them or to 
dispose of their excess crops in govern- 
ment-approved ways without penalty. 
What’s more, they were almost certainly 
guaranteed considerably higher prices for 
their crops by virtue of the quotas than 
they would have received on the free mar- 
ket. Even retroactively increasing the pen- 
alties was, the court declared, insufficient 
to void them. 

“We can hardly find a denial of due 
process in these circumstances, par- 
ticularly since it is even doubtful that 
appellee’s burdens under the program 
outweigh his benefits,” Justice Robert 
Jackson wrote. “It is hardly lack of due 
process for the government to regulate 
that which it subsidizes.” 

Still the question remained: Was this 
regulation outside the scope of Congress’ 
enumerated powers? Filburn’s wheat, 
after all, had never entered the stream of 
commerce, interstate or otherwise. Could 
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AAA rating? The 1933 Agricultural Adjustment Act, which sought to boost farm prices by 


restricting the supply of farm products, led to the slaughter of over six million pigs and two 


million cattle. 
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Still the question remained: Was this regulation outside the scope 


of Congress’ enumerated powers? Filburn’s wheat, after all, had never 
entered the stream of commerce, interstate or otherwise. Could 
Congress regulate non-commerce under the Commerce Clause? 


Congress regulate non-commerce under 
the Commerce Clause? 

Pre-1937 cases suggested it could not, 
because production and consumption 
did not constitute commerce. But since 
its abrupt about-face on the New Deal’s 
constitutionality, the court, despite its pro- 
fessed deference to precedent, had practi- 
cally obliterated all such distinctions. 

“Whether the subject of the regula- 
tion in question was ‘production,’ ‘con- 
sumption,’ or ‘marketing’ is, therefore, 
not material for purposes of deciding the 
question of federal power before us,” the 
court maintained. “But even if appellee’s 
activity be local, and though it may not 
be regarded as commerce, it may still, 
whatever its nature, be reached by Con- 
gress if it exerts a substantial economic 
effect on interstate commerce, and this 


irrespective of whether such effect is 
what might at some earlier time have 
been defined as ‘direct’ or ‘indirect.’” 
(Emphasis added.) 

The clear intent of the Agricultural Ad- 
justment Act was to boost prices for farm 
products to levels deemed acceptable to 
Congress and the administration. A free 
market was simply too messy and its 
outcome too uncertain, the court seemed 
to say. Recent grain overproduction had 
“caused congestion in a number of mar- 
kets; tied up railroad cars, and caused 
elevators in some instances to turn away 
grains, and railroads to institute embar- 
goes to prevent further congestion”; and 
“in the absence of regulation, the price 
of wheat in the United States would be 
much affected by world conditions.” For- 
tunately, the beneficent central plans of 


Brain bust: FDR advisor Rexford Tugwell (seated at desk) later admitted that the administration’s 
agricultural policies had benefited large farms at the expense of small ones — and that 
“practically the whole New Deal was extrapolated from programs that [Herbert] Hoover started.” 
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Washington had brought “cooperat[ive]” 
farmers a windfall: In 1941, their wheat 
sold at $1.16 a bushel as compared to the 
world market price of 40 cents a bushel. 

Recalcitrant farmers such as Filburn 
threatened the entire scheme. Thus, con- 
cluded the court: 


It can hardly be denied that a fac- 
tor of such volume and variability as 
home-consumed wheat would have 
a substantial influence on price and 
market conditions. This may arise 
because being in marketable con- 
dition such wheat overhangs the 
market, and, if induced by rising 
prices, tends to flow into the mar- 
ket and check price increases. But if 
we assume that it is never marketed, 
it supplies a need of the man who 
grew it which would otherwise be 
reflected by purchases in the open 
market. Home-grown wheat in this 
sense competes with wheat in com- 
merce. The stimulation of commerce 
is a use of the regulatory function 
quite as definitely as prohibitions 
or restrictions thereon. This record 
leaves us in no doubt that Congress 
may properly have considered that 
wheat consumed on the farm where 
grown, if wholly outside the scheme 
of regulation, would have a substan- 
tial effect in defeating and obstruct- 
ing its purpose to stimulate trade 
therein at increased prices. 


And with that, the last remaining ob- 
stacle to unfettered federal power was 
swept away; under the guise of regulat- 
ing interstate commerce, the federal gov- 
ernment could now penalize someone 
for not engaging in commerce. Even the 
New York Times was aghast at the deci- 
sion. “If the farmer who grows feed for 
consumption on his own farm competes 
with commerce, would not the housewife 
who makes herself a dress do so equally?” 
the paper asked. “The net of the ruling, 
in short, seems to be that Congress can 
regulate every form of economic activity 
if it so decides.” 


Filburn’s Legacy 

The courts certainly read the decision that 
way. For over halfa century after Wickard, 
the Supreme Court did not strike down a 
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Down on the farm program: Not all U.S. farmers were willing to trade their birthright of liberty for 
the Roosevelt administration’s promises of subsidies, loans, and higher farm-product prices. 


single law on Commerce Clause grounds. 
It merely ratified any regulation Congress 
chose to impose so long as lawmakers 
claimed the regulated activity, in the ag- 
gregate, affected interstate commerce — 
and sometimes even if they didn’t. 

While the court began to chip away 
at the post-Wickard consensus ever so 
slightly around the turn of the century, 
voiding the Gun-Free School Zones Act 
of 1990 and a portion of the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994 despite the 
government’s claims that the activities 
proscribed by those laws affected inter- 
state commerce, Wickard remained avail- 
able to justices eager to declare patently 
unconstitutional laws valid. 

When deciding in favor of the Afford- 
able Care Act (ObamaCare) in 2012, Chief 
Justice John Roberts chose not to do so on 
Commerce Clause grounds, arguing that 
“the Commerce Clause is not a general li- 
cense to regulate an individual from cradle 
to grave, simply because he will predict- 
ably engage in particular transactions.” 
The court’s four liberal justices, while 
agreeing with Roberts’ ruling, criticized 
that particular line of reasoning because 
the court’s acceptance of it might resurrect 
pre-New Deal jurisprudence that “routine- 
ly thwarted legislative efforts to regulate 
the economy in the interest of those who 
labor to sustain it.” 
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Conservative justices, too, can take 
advantage of the post-Wickard legal cli- 
mate, as in Gonzales v. Raich (2005). In 
that case, involving two California women 
who grew their own marijuana for me- 
dicinal use as permitted under state law, 
the court ruled that federal law banning 
the cultivation of marijuana for any rea- 
son overrode state law permitting it. The 
court cited Wickard in its opinion, arguing 
that just as Filburn’s consumption of his 
own wheat affected interstate commerce 
in wheat, so did the women’s consump- 
tion of home-grown marijuana affect 
interstate commerce in marijuana, even 
though such commerce was prohibited. 
Although five of the six justices siding 
with the government were moderate-to- 
liberal, the late Justice Antonin Scalia, a 
self-proclaimed “originalist,” concurred. 
While denying that the growing of small 
quantities of marijuana was comparable to 
Filburn’s large output of wheat, and thus 
that it fell under the Wickard precedent, 
Scalia nevertheless found room in many 
other New Deal-era decisions to contend 
that prohibiting the cultivation of even 
trivial amounts of marijuana — one of the 
women had only six plants — fell within 
Congress’ authority since “marijuana that 
is grown at home and possessed for per- 
sonal use is never more than an instant 
from the interstate market.” 


And what of Roscoe Filburn? He paid 
his fine and went back to farming. But 
his small farm, like thousands of oth- 
ers across the country, was doomed. 
Although that was partly the result of 
market forces, the law Filburn had failed 
to overturn, along with many other New 
Deal measures, “accelerated the destruc- 
tion of farmers like Roscoe Filburn,” 
penned Chen. As even the Supreme Court 
admitted in its decision, the Agricultural 
Adjustment Act overwhelmingly ben- 
efited large farms at the expense of small 
ones. Small farms that generated a vari- 
ety of products were denied flexibility in 
determining what to produce and how to 
dispose of it. Large farms that special- 
ized in one or a few products, meanwhile, 
reaped a windfall from the law’s above- 
market prices — prices smaller farmers 
like Filburn were then forced to pay for 
products they had previously produced 
for themselves. Economist Rexford Tug- 
well, a member of FDR’s “Brain Trust,” 
“later acknowledged that it benefited 
only about 20 percent of American farm- 
ers, primarily ... big commercial farm- 
ers,” Jim Powell wrote in FDR's Folly. 
Indeed, the New Deal, by and large, was 
a boon to Big Business at the expense of 
the “little guy” the act was supposedly 
helping. 

In 1966, seeing the writing on the wall, 
Filburn persuaded the other successors to 
his grandparents’ farm to join with him 
in selling their property for development. 
The farmer who had fought for his way 
of life all the way to the Supreme Court 
gave it up and took an active role in en- 
abling a housing development and shop- 
ping mall to be built on the land that once 
was farmed by his family. 

Filburn died at age 85 on October 4, 
1987, no longer a farmer but a part of 
suburbia. The only physical indications 
of his presence on the farm are the still- 
standing yellow house once owned by his 
family and a street named Filbrun Lane 
that runs through the land. The political 
legacy of Filburn’s valiant but futile ef- 
fort to restrain the federal government, 
however, remains with us to this day, a 
vivid reminder of the decentralized Re- 
public bequeathed to us by the Found- 
ers and squandered by generations of 
Americans and their leaders in the name 
of “progress.” Hi 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


The “Desperate 


Woman” Ploy 


The Exponent Telegram reported on April 
19 out of Fairmont, West Virginia, about 
three burglars who employed an age-old 
trick to take advantage of an unsuspect- 
ing victim. Fairmont Police Chief Steve 
Shine told The Exponent Telegram that an 
80-year-old man was home alone when 
he heard loud knocking on his door in the 
middle of the night. The older gentleman 
thought it was suspicious, so he retrieved 
his loaded five-shot revolver from his cof- 
fee table, placed it in his back pocket, and 
then went to answer the door. A woman who 
was knocking on the door, later identified 
as 23-year-old Whitney Kabiru, told the 
homeowner that she needed to use the el- 
derly man’s phone for an emergency. When 
the man opened the door to let her in, he was 
suddenly bum-rushed by two male burglars 
who were waiting outside. The two male 
suspects forced the homeowner further into 
his home, and one of them pulled out what 
police later determined was either a pellet or 
BB gun. The burglars demanded the man’s 
personal items, but the homeowner pulled 
out his own revolver and shot both suspects. 
The two injured suspects fled the scene, as 
the burglary victim called the police. 

Authorities arrived and found the body 
of one of the male suspects, identified as 
28-year-old Larry Shaver, who was shot 
in both the neck and the head, lying in 
the driveway. Twenty-eight-year-old John 
Grossklaus was located nearby, with a 
gunshot wound to his lower abdomen, and 
he was taken to a local medical facility for 
treatment. Kabiru reportedly ran off before 
the shooting occurred, but was later ap- 
prehended by police and is being charged 
with robbery and conspiracy. 

Police Chief Steve Shine told The Ex- 
ponent Telegram that the shooting was in 
self-defense. “I can tell you that we are 
investigating it, and all the evidence that 
we have collected and information we 
gathered and statements we’ve taken have 
led us to the belief that this was a shooting 
in self-defense.” Shine also explained that 
the tactic used by the burglars is a common 
one. “The female knocked on the door as 
a truse to try and get the other males in.” 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
_ “REESE, ——eeeee. 


Neighbors were shocked and saddened 
about the incident. Geneva Wood had just 
moved to the area recently and she told 
The Exponent Telegram that her “husband 
heard screams and crying.... We moved 
here thinking maybe it’s a little bit bet- 
ter, but now this happened. Now we don’t 
know whether to move or not.” 


Suspect in Black Hoodie 


KXII.com reported on April 15 out of 
Paris, Texas, about a dangerous home 
invasion that left a man and his wife ter- 
rified for the future. Pedro Ayala was 
sleeping in bed with his wife when he 
was jarred awake by the sounds of some- 
one trying to enter the front door of his 
house. Ayala quietly whispered to his 
wife to stay in the bed and not move 
while he grabbed a loaded firearm that he 
had stashed nearby. Ayala slowly moved 
through his house, trying not to make 
any noises while he searched for signs of 
an intruder. Then Ayala heard the sound 
of shuffling feet near the back corner of 
his home. Ayala readied his firearm and 
turned the corner only to come face to 
face with an armed burglar. Ayala told 
KXII.com that he yelled for the man to 
freeze: “I said ... freeze ... don’t move.... 
[Then Ayala saw the suspect] had a 9 mm 
in his left hand, he had either a pocket 
knife or a razor, in his right hand.... He 
was wearing all black, with a hoodie cov- 
ering his face.” The suspect did not lis- 
ten to Ayala’s verbal directions, so Ayala 
fired at him. “When I fired a shot, he got 
up and tried to jump out the window, so 
I tried to grab him,” Ayala said. “When I 
switched hands with the gun, he cut me.” 
The burglar was able to escape through a 
window after cutting Ayala, and he fled 
from the house in a car. Authorities were 
called to the scene by a frazzled Ayala, 
and are still looking for the suspect. Ayala 
said that they’ve seen people dressed in 
all black come through their backyard 
before, and now they live in fear that the 
criminal or criminals may return to the 
scene of the crime. 

John Berry of the Paris police told 
KXII.com that, based on what he was 
told by Ayala and his wife, “[The sus- 


pects were] armed and if they’re armed I 
would consider them dangerous.” 


Intruders Kill Family Dog 


WDRB.com reported out of southern 
Louisville on April 20 about a burglary 
attempt that quickly turned tragic. A hus- 
band was home with his wife when two 
teenage intruders broke in to their house. 
The family dog immediately began bark- 
ing at them, and the armed suspects fired 
on the dog, mortally wounding the animal 
as he tried to defend his home turf. The 
husband heard the shots that claimed the 
life of the beloved family pet and quickly 
retrieved his loaded firearm. The husband 
fired at the intruders, hitting them both. 
The wounded suspects fled the scene, and 
the wife called 911. Authorities arrived 
on the scene and discovered the injured 
suspects not far from the house. They 
were taken to a nearby medical facility 
for treatment and are expected to survive. 
The wife told police that the two teenage 
intruders broke in to the house not know- 
ing that her husband was home. 

Neighbor Charles Graham described 
the sounds of the incident to WDRB.com: 
“Pop, pop, pop! And there was a pause, 
and then, pop, pop! ... And then a couple 
seconds later, he [one of the suspects] 
was running down the street saying his 
brother got shot.” 

Neighbor Gary Dickman expressed 
support for the actions of the man, as 
well as sorrow over what happened to the 
family dog: “I mean, it’s a shame that 
you have to protect your house like that, 
but someone comes in your house like 
that while you’re home, then I guess you 
have that right.” Dickman also said that 
the neighborhood has been struggling 
with rampant crime caused by teenage 
thugs and that, only a few weeks ago, he 
actually confronted some teenagers try- 
ing to burglarize that very same house 
where the shooting occurred. “Those 
guys took off running. There was two 
more that came out from behind his 
fence, and they took off,” Dickman told 
WDRB.com as he described the earlier 
incident. 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Subsidizing Healthcare 
Hurts, Drives Up Costs 


ITEM: The White House gushes over what 
is widely called ObamaCare on its web- 
site, saying: “Until President Obama 
fought for and signed the Affordable Care 
Act, for decades, millions of Americans 
lacked the security of health care cover- 
age they deserve.” 

Thanks to ObamaCare, says the White 
House, “millions of Americans who al- 
ready had health insurance now have bet- 
ter coverage because women can no long- 
er be charged higher premiums than men 
for the same plan, people with pre-existing 
conditions can no longer be denied cover- 
age, and young adults wont age off their 
parents’ policy when they turn age 19 or 
graduate from college.” 

Item: The New York Times for April 17, 
2016, in an article headlined, “Immigrants, 
the Poor and Minorities Gain Sharply 
Under Affordable Care Act,” enthusias- 
tically reports: “The first full year of the 
Affordable Care Act brought historic in- 
creases in coverage for low-wage workers 
and others who have long been left out of 
the health care system, a New York Times 
analysis has found. Immigrants of all back- 
grounds — including more than a million 
legal residents who are not citizens — had 
the sharpest rise in coverage rates.” 
Item: Jn an online article in “Health- 
Day” for CBS News, dated April 20, 2016, 
Karen Pallarito reports: “State Medicaid 
expansions under Obamacare have im- 
proved low-income Americans’ insurance 
coverage, increased their doctor visits and 
enhanced detection of chronic health con- 
ditions, which could lead to improvements 
in health, a new study suggests.” 

Item: Democrat presidential candidate 
Hillary Clinton praised ObamaCare during 
a debate on March 6, 2016, in Flint, Michi- 
gan (as transcribed by the Federal News 
Service), saying that “thanks to President 
Obama and the Affordable Care Act, we 
have 90 percent coverage. We are lacking 10 
percent. We are going to stay on that [path] 
and get to 100 percent universal coverage.” 
CORRECTION: Gracious, according to 
these claims, ObamaCare seems to be a 
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Passing on the plan: ObamaCare can only stay solvent in its present form if lots of young, 
healthy people sign up for it, because their payments pay for the ailments of the elderly. But not 


enough youth are buying. 


remedy for virtually everything that ails 
us, and it even has plenty of money left 
over to heal a million or so non-American 
citizens. All this breathtaking law needs to 
make it a panacea is for Hillary Clinton 
to add just a wee bit more of her magic 
potion of the same government-supplied 
therapy, and the cure-all will be complete. 

Those claims are so much lipstick on a 
pig. This beast has driven up premiums, de- 
ductibles, taxes, subsidies, and regulations, 
as well as reducing choices and competition. 

The rosy estimates of all its projected 
enrollees have not panned out. The Con- 
gressional Budget Office predicted that 
by now there would be 21 million people 
in the new “Marketplaces” created by 
ObamaCare. Not by a long shot. The ac- 
tual total is about nine or 10 million short 
of that. And the nation’s largest insurer, 
UnitedHealth Group, has just decided to 
pull out from ObamaCare almost entirely 
because of the huge losses incurred by its 
participation. Other big providers are con- 
sidering doing the same. 

As Investor ’s Business Daily (IBD) put 
it on April 13, of the 23 nonprofit co-ops 
that ObamaCare created “as a means of 
providing price competition to commer- 
cial insurers, just 11 remain. And of those, 
eight aren’t likely to make it to next year.” 

A week later, JBD reflected on the lat- 
est related news, and summarized on three 


aspects: “ObamaCare rates will skyrocket 
next year, according to its former chief. 
Enrollment is tumbling this year. And a 
big insurer is quitting most exchanges. 
That’s what we learned in just the past few 
days.” The paper went on: 


Marilyn Tavenner, CEO of America’s 
Health Insurance Plans, revealed that 
she expects ObamaCare premium 
hikes “to be higher than we saw 
previous years,” including last year, 
which saw double-digit rate increases 
across the country. 

Tavenner, for those who don’t 
know, was head of the Centers for 
Medicare and Medicaid Services 
until early 2015, which means she 
helped bring ObamaCare to life. In 
November 2014, she was boasting 
how “the Affordable Care Act is 
working to improve competition and 
choice among marketplace plans.” 


She knows better now. Tavenner, as /BD 
said, currently admits “that people are gam- 
ing ObamaCare just like critics said they 
would: buying coverage after they get sick 
— since insurance companies can no lon- 
ger turn them down or charge them more 
— then dropping it when they’re done with 
treatments. ‘That churn increases premiums. 
So you have to kind of price over that.’” 
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AP Images 


Hillary’s take: Though Hillary Clinton concedes that ObamaCare is not as successful as she 
would like it to be, she still deems it a success, and plans to build on that success by revamping 


ObamaCare. Bernie Sanders, on the other hand, pledges to enact single-payer healthcare. 


The future for healthcare coverage na- 
tionwide, short of repeal of the ACA, is 
not encouraging. And it will be more ex- 
pensive. Indeed, the Centers for Medicare 
and Medicaid Services (CMS), which is 
a part of the Department of Health and 
Human Services, is fully aware of that. 
Over a decade, as estimated by the CMS 
Office of the Actuary, the country’s health 
spending will jump by $311 billion or so 
more than it would have if ObamaCare 
had not been enacted. 

Meanwhile, who can count the number 
of shattered vows by advocates about the 
benefits that we would supposedly realize 
by passing this national healthcare legis- 
lation? Some of them have been summa- 
rized by Jean Morrow. She is drawing here 
from a recent valuable “Backgrounder” by 
Robert Moffit of the Heritage Foundation 
(“Year Six of the Affordable Care Act: 
Obamacare’s Mounting Problems.”’). Con- 
sider just the costs. As Morrow has written 
in the Daily Signal: 


Contrary to repeated administra- 
tion promises, Obamacare has not 
only failed to lower costs, but has 
also imposed additional expenses on 
millions of already over-stretched 
individuals and families. [Obama 
insisted that passage would bring a 
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reduction of $2,500 per family for 
health costs. Every year. ] 

Premiums in the government cre- 
ated exchanges were an initially jolt- 
ing experience for Americans who 
did not qualify for taxpayer subsidies, 
and it appears that in 2016 premium 
increases in the government’s health 
insurance exchanges will again hit 
enrollees in the double digit range. 

When it comes to average job-based 
premiums, the Congressional Budget 
Office (CBO) says that they, too, are 
climbing, and will rise almost 60 per- 
cent between now and 2025. Deduct- 
ibles in the Affordable Care Act ex- 
changes have also jumped higher than 
officials anticipated, discouraging the 
purchase of the Obamacare coverage 
among the poor and the young. 

... In 2015, federal spending on 
major health programs (Medicaid, 
Medicare, and the Affordable Care 
Act) totaled $936 billion, a 13 per- 
cent increase over the 2014 level and 
exceeding the huge Social Security 
outlays for the first time. 

Today, based on CBO data, the net 
cost of Obamacare’s coverage pro- 
visions — subtracting the taxes and 
penalties — will amount to over $1.4 
trillion over the next ten years. 


When he was trying to convince Congress 
to buy into his scheme, Barack Obama 
said the reform “should not burden peo- 
ple who make $250,000 a year or less.” 
That sounds quaint these days, doesn’t it? 
Some believed it at the time. 

The middle class was going to be 
helped, or so we were assured. But that 
was just acon. Yevgeniy Feyman, a fellow 
at the Manhattan Institute, has described 
what actually happened. The predictions 
and projections of the ACA exchanges fell 
short in part because “uninsured middle- 
income Americans have largely decided 
that — despite the availability of subsi- 
dies and the penalty for not purchasing 
insurance — the insurance on offer is 
too expensive.” At the end of the second 
enrollment period of the ACA, “only 49 
percent (6.6 million out of 13.6 million) 
of eligible lower-middle-income individu- 
als had enrolled; and just 9 percent (1.5 
million of 15.8 million) of eligible upper- 
middle-income individuals had enrolled.” 

It’s hard to shed tears for the big insur- 
ers, who by and large were co-conspirators 
in their own undoing. Still, some presum- 
ably trusted what Washington offered. As 
a result, they face inherent problems. And 
the taxpaying consumers are paying for it. 

As columnist Donald Lambro has point- 
ed out, the insurers were given a “prom- 
ise that Obama couldn’t keep: A wave of 
younger, healthier workers would sign 
up for Obamacare, offsetting the costs of 
older Americans who are far more expen- 
sive to insure. But younger people have 
not signed up in the numbers that the in- 
dustry expected, hurting their bottom line 
and forcing them to increase premiums or 
pull out altogether.” 

A company’s profits suffer when it is 
forced to cover those who are older and 
less healthy, while at the same time it is 
over-regulated by the government. That’s 
what has happened. In fact, according to 
official statistics cited by the Heritage 
Foundation, the new federal regulations 
that were imposed by ObamaCare have 
increased premiums for the lowest-cost 
plans in the median state by 44 percent 
for 21-year-olds; the costs were upped by 
seven percent for 64-year-olds. 
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By December 2015, per Manhattan In- 
stitute’s Feyman, the enrollment rate “for 
young (typically healthy) individuals, aged 
18-34, had stagnated at 26 percent.” The 
Affordable Care Act has not only proved 
to be not affordable, but the exchanges 
that it has created have, to a large extent, 
become a pool of the sickest and those at 
highest risk, who are being subsidized by 
the public at large. That is not to say that 
such people shouldn’t be treated, but that 
is not the program that was peddled. 

Robert Moffit of the Heritage Founda- 
tion recalled that Barack Obama vowed 
that he would not sign any tax increase on 
the middle class. However, said Dr. Moffit, 


The bulk of Obamacare’s gaggle of 
taxes (more than $832 billion over 
the next ten years) is passed onto 
middle-class individuals and families 
— either directly or indirectly. 

This includes the taxes on insur- 
ance, drugs and medical devices, 
and even the 40-percent excise tax 
on “high value” health plans. The 
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Congressional Budget Office (CBO) 
says that as many as 20 percent of all 
workers could be impacted by that 
excise tax in 2025. And even the new 
3.8-percent Medicare payroll tax on 
“rich” persons making over $200,000 
a year, will, over time, reach 80 per- 
cent of all taxpayers, as the Medicare 
Trustees report. 


This all did not happen by accident. The 
prevaricators on Capitol Hill and in the 
White House often got a needed boost by 
the willing handmaidens and men of the 
mass media. Consider left-wing economist 
Paul Krugman of the New York Times, a 
prominent promoter of placing the govern- 
ment in charge of our healthcare. He has 
even acknowledged part of the ploy. 

As Krugman wrote in the Times on May 
24, 2013, “The Affordable Care Act, aka 
Obamacare, is a policy Rube Goldberg 
device — instead of doing the simple, ob- 
vious thing, which would just be to insure 
everyone, it basically relies on a combina- 
tion of regulations and subsidies to rope, 


T NES AWAY 


coddle, and nudge us into a rough approxi- 
mation of a single-payer system.” Keep in 
mind that he’s a fan — who is happy with 
ObamaCare as far as it goes and would be 
presumably beside himself with joy with an 
American National Health Service. (Krug- 
man has said, for example, that he is “some- 
one who favors single-payer — but it’s just 
not going to happen anytime soon.”) 
Similarly, one of the key players re- 
sponsible for getting the legislation sold 
in Washington has revealed that deception 
was necessary. “MIT health economist 
and ObamaCare architect Jonathan Gruber 
helpfully explained some years ago that he 
and his co-architects deliberately designed 
the law to hide its costs and make the ben- 
efits seem like a free lunch,” as explained 
by Michael Cannon, the Cato Institute’s 
director of health policy studies. 
According to this key ObamaCare ar- 
chitect, in his own words, the AFA bill 


was written in a tortured way to make 
sure [the Congressional Budget Of- 
fice] did not score the mandate as 
taxes. If CBO scored the mandate 
as taxes, the bill dies. Okay? So it’s 
written to do that. In terms of risk- 
rated subsidies, if ... you made ex- 
plicit that healthy people pay in and 
sick people get money, it would not 
have passed... 

Lack of transparency is a huge 
political advantage. And basically — 
you know, call it the stupidity of the 
American voter, or whatever — but 
basically that was really, really criti- 
cal to get anything to pass. 


To be sure, after these remarks were later 
publicized, he did apologize about calling 
us all stupid. 

However, that is what all too many 
Obamacrat progressive statists do think 
in their hearts. Some hardly hide their 
contempt. 

In truth, the federal healthcare hucksters 
don’t lie all that well. Or is that too harsh? 
Maybe they aren’t actually liars. But they 
sure present the truth in such a way that no 
sentient person could recognize it. I 

— WILLIAM P. HoAR 


43 


THE !,\S WORD 


BY LARRY GREENLEY 


No Lame-duck TPP Trade Deal 


iven the anti-TPP 
residential campaign 
rhetoric from the lead- 


ing candidates of both major 
political parties this year, sup- 
porters of the Trans-Pacific 
Partnership (TPP) trade pact 
are concluding that their 
only realistic chance of get- 
ting Congress to approve the 
TPP will be during the lame- 
duck session after the Novem- 
ber elections. 

They know that during 
these lame-duck sessions of 
Congress, customarily held 
every two years after congres- 
sional elections and before a 
new Congress begins in the 
following January, accountability to the voters is at a minimum 
due to the presence of so many retired or defeated congressmen 
and due to the nearly two years before any congressmen will 
face their constituents in an election again. 

A vote on approving a trade deal should never be held during 
a lame-duck session. Such trade agreements should be either 
voted on before the two-year elections or after the new Congress 
is seated in January following the elections. 

The reason why we shouldn’t allow a vote on the TPP agree- 
ment to happen in the easier-going environment of a lame-duck 
session is that the TPP is so dangerous to our national sover- 
eignty and our jobs. 

Senator Jeff Sessions (R-Ala.) has warned about the global- 
governance danger posed by the TPP: 


Among the TPP’s endless pages are rules for labor, en- 
vironment, immigration and every aspect of global com- 
merce — and a new international regulatory structure to 
promulgate, implement, and enforce these rules.... This 
new structure is known as the Trans-Pacific Partnership 
Commission — a Pacific Union — which meets, appoints 
unelected bureaucrats, adopts rules, and changes the agree- 
ment after adoption. 


William F. Jasper (“10 Reasons Why You Should Oppose TPP 
and TTIP,” TheNewAmerican.com, June 5, 2015) has exposed 
just how inaccurate the deceptive rosy economic “forecasts” 
were about the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) 
and how the very same forecasters are now projecting rosy eco- 
nomic outcomes for the TPP. 

Although Republican congressmen currently support so- 
called free trade agreements to a much greater extent than 
Democratic congressmen, a recent Pew poll shows that only 40 
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percent of Republican voters 
think “free trade” agreements 
are a good thing, versus 52 
percent who think they’re a 
bad thing. For Democratic 
voters, 60 percent think “free 
trade” agreements are a good 
thing, versus 30 percent who 
think they’re a bad thing. Ob- 
viously, anti-TPP Republican 
voters need to make the Re- 
publican representatives and 
senators running for election 
this year more aware of just 
how unpopular such “free 
trade” agreements are among 
Republicans. 

In March and April, there 
was a spate of articles about 
an encouraging movement among conservatives in Congress 
that is being supported by various conservative organizations to 
cancel this year’s lame-duck session in order to prevent congres- 
sional approval of the TPP. An example of this is “Why conserva- 
tives want to cancel Congress’s lame-duck session, explained,” 
published by the Washington Post on March 30. According to 
the Post article, 


Former House historian Ray Smock says canceling the 
lame-duck session would be unprecedented but not illegal. 
Congress can set its own schedule, so if both House and 
Senate leaders agree not to meet, they can simply not meet. 


That congressional approval of the TPP could still happen this 
year in spite of all the anti-TPP presidential campaign rheto- 
ric was revealed by President Obama’s remarks during a press 
conference in Germany on April 24: “With respect to Congress 
and Trans-Pacific Partnership, I think after the primary season 
is over the politics settle down a little bit in Congress, and we’ll 
be in a position to start moving forward.” 

So the task for supporters of this movement to prevent ap- 
proval of the TPP in a lame-duck session this year is simply to 
generate enough pressure on the House and Senate leaders to 
get them to cancel this year’s lame-duck session. One way to 
do this would be to find a way to insert this idea into one of the 
presidential campaigns. 

Anti-TPP citizens are encouraged to phone their representa- 
tive (202-225-3121) and senators (202-224-3121) and request 
their support for stopping the TPP by canceling this year’s 
lame-duck session. The John Birch Society has set up a legis- 
lative alert, “No Lame Duck TPP Trade Deal,” at JBS.org to 
enable easy e-mailing to members of Congress with the same 
message. 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ MAY 23, 2016 


AN £Y 


ON EDUCATION 


Ny} COMMON GROUND 
vii O8 COMMON CORE 
- 


ws we al 


Crimes of the Educators 

Crimes of the Educators reveals how the architects of America’s 

public-school disaster implemented a plan to socialize the United 
States by knowingly and willingly dumbing down the population. 
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Standards. (2014, 436pp, pb, $20.95) BKCGCC 


None Dare Call It Education 

What’s happening to our schools and to our children? Find out 
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